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INTRODUCTION 


by 


LE COMTE é ST. AULAIRE: 
Formerly French Ambassador in London and Madrid 


Tris book on the Spanish drama appears at 
the right time and is written by the right man 
to tell the story to advantage and agreeably, as 
far as the subject can be made agreeable. 

It is timely because the Spanish drama is not 
the drama of Spain alone and there is still time 
for a duly enlightened public opinion to brinz 
pressure on men in power, whether dupes or 
accomplices, in order that they may hasten the 
inevitable end of the struggle in the interests of 
peace, of civilisation, and of humanity. 

Even a layman in foreign politics can see 
that the Spanish drama is a world-wide issue 
which, while mainly concerning the West, is 
not without effect upon the East and even the 
Far East. That is so in the first place because 
_it raises and brings into conflict universal values 
which cannot be shaken without shaking the 
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earth and the very foundations of civilisation. It. 
is a gigantic duel in which, under the Sign of the 
Cross and the Spanish colours on the one side, 
and the Sign of the Sickle and the Hammer on the 
other, Order and Anarchy, Humanity and Bar- 
barism, Good and Evil, Christ and Antichrist, 
arc brought face to face. A summary view, 
smacking of a childish Manicheeism, will be the 
sneering objection of the superior people who 
believe themselves to be above the strife because 
they are outside it, and for whom to condemn 
nothing is synonymous with understanding 
everything. The world, they say, is not divided 
up geometrically between those opposite forces, 
between Ormuzd and Ahriman, Ariel and 
Caliban, Christ and Antichrist, which are psycho- 
logically mixed in humanity. No doubt these 
eternal duellists fight their battle in the precincts 
of each man’s heart, but victory falls now to one 
and now to the other there as in the destiny of 
peoples. Doubtless, also, Good does not hold 
undivided sway in one camp, and Evil in the 
other. There are upright people astray among 
the Reds, and not all Nationalists are paragons 
of virtue. There are, however, many saintly, and 
ever so many heroic, men among the defenders 
of Catholic Spain. Besides, a war of this kind is 
not fought on the merits or demerits of the 
individual combatants, but on the respective 
value of the causes that inflame them; and, in 
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.its essence, the war that is ravaging Spain is very 
truly a crusade to deliver her soil and her soul 
from the clutches of a barbarous invader. 

This drama is no less world-wide in the 
political sphere than it is in the spiritual. 
Metternich once said: “When France catches 
cold, all Europe sneezes.”” Nowadays, thanks 
to the development of communications and the 
‘wider scope of international relations, the world 
“has shrunk and nations have grown more depen- 
dent upon one another. As a result, a large 
country like Spain, which by its history and its 
position is of interest to so many other countries, 
cannot suffer a violent upheaval without the 
world’s feeling repercussions in the very anti- 
podes. Witness the war in China, the extent and 
duration of which is due to the absence of 
Europe, who formerly kept or restored order in 
the Far East, but now is incapable of maintaining 
order at home, where her attention is absorbed 
and her strength paralysed by the secret struggle 
arising out of the Spanish War and causing her 
to be divided against herself in the Mediter- 
ranean. 

The tremor propagated by this seismic shock 
is felt more clearly in the neighbourhood of its 
centre. France, bordering on Spain, is more 
gravely affected than any other country. Within 
her borders, since the Bolshevist attempt on Spain 
threatened her also and led to increased propa- 
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ganda in France, so as to assure a base of opera- 
tions. Our Popular Front and that of Spain are 
twin brothers. Abroad, the spectre of war stalks 
around our frontiers, all our frontiers, because 
the Spanish War, which should have brought 
France and Italy together in joint protection of 
the Christian West from Asiatic aggression, has, 
on the contrary, embittered our relations with 
Rome and, by isolating France and leaving her 
exposed on three fronts, has provided tempta- 
tions for Berlin. That is why Professor Sarolea’s 
book, if it were to create a current of opinion 
sufficiently strong to lead the mad or criminal 
policy of the French Government back into ‘its 
right channel, might help towards our salvation. 
There is still time to restore our position ‘in 
Spain and win the friendship of her real masters 
by imposing a capitulation on the Reds which 
they could not refuse since they depend upon 
France for all their supplies. 


I 


Professor Sarolea gives pride of place in his 
book to Her Grace the Duchess of Atholl, the 
lady who has shown such rare courage in cham- 
pioning the cause of the Reds in Great Britain 
and in France, where the stir created by her 
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appearance at the recent meeting in the Salle 
des Ambassadeurs will not readily be forgotten 
by the Parisian public. I am not astonished at 
her case; it is not the only one, for there are 
only too many instances of it among the French 
aristocracy. Rather than an idiosyncrasy or an 
accident, it is an epidemic. Its causes are too 
complex and too obscure to be clearly defined. 
Some regard the phenomenon as due to snobbish- 
ness, consisting in the flattering illusion that one 
is embracing new truths though in reality they 
are but old errors, something similar to the 
infatuation which leads long-forgotten fashions 
‘to be unearthed, when ignorance lends them the 
attraction of novelty. So Bolshevism is sported 
in the best circles just as ladies dress their hair ‘n 
the Grecian style, @ 4@ Titus, or coiled in Ligyptian 
bands. Then there is the desire to strike a 
singular note, to show off one’s strength of mind 
or magnanimity in adopting doctrines that are 
contrary to the interests of one’s own class—so 
contrary, indeed, that if they were applied 
altogether they would spell the ruin and violent 
death of their fair supporters, whose heroism 
might even be put to more horrible or humilia- 
ting trials. Far be it from me to make the 
unkind suggestion that it is precisely by way of 
insurance against those trials that these cate- 
chumens howl with the wolves. They are none 
the less of a different species and would be the 
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first to be devoured, for the wolves, being at — 
their feet, would not have far to go. 
The fascination exercised over society women — 
by the most repugnant men of the Left, provided | 
they hold power, is often explained by the 
ascendancy of the strong over the weak. The 
female is won by the victor; that is the law of | 


the universe, it is sida hich is as true of the 


drawing-room as of the jungle. But it must be 
the victor. Maurice Barrés accounted for the 
sympathy the Comtesse de Noailles felt for our 
leaders, no matter who they were, by saying, 
“What else can you expect? An Oriental 


princess must be on good terms with the Sultan?” 


But it must be the Sultan. The dastardly tor- 
turers of Valencia, Barcelona, and Madrid are 
not the Sultan, however; they are not even 
victors. Their real masters, it is true, are still 
powerful in other parts. The homage paid them 
in the circles from which they draw their victims, 
and in which they should inspire nothing but 
horror, is therefore due to opportunism as much 
as to snobbery—unless, indeed, it be a ion of 
suicidal or self-devouring mania. 3 


(1) 


Professor Sarolea’s book is an excellent pre- — 
servative from this strange disease. Let us hope, 
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therefore, that it will have healing virtues. I shall 
hot explain at length why the author of the 
world-famous Impressions of Soviet Russta is better 
qualified than anyone else to tell us, and explain 
to us, what he saw in Spain. This predestination 
of the author will be observed by the readers 
themselves. His first study of Bolshevism, 
one of the Bibl s of our civilisation, has 
been translated into almost every European 
language and presented to Christendom by 
H. E. Cardinal Mercier.! It should be a classic 
in all countries, in the etymological sense of the 
word ; that is to say, it should be read in every 
school so as to render the rising generations 
immune from the worst virus of our time. 
Published in the early days of Bolshevism, the 
work is so masterly and displays so penetrating a 
vision that no revision has been required. All 
that might be done would be to add the new 
facts that go to confirm the conclusions arrived 
at. 

The most important of these facts is the 
Spanish Revolution. The ‘Republic’? at Bar- 
celona is, indeed, nothing but the mask of 
Moscow, all the more hideous by reason of its 
close resemblance. Professor Sarolea, who was 
the first to describe the face, had no difficulty in 


von 


2 The original English edition was translated into sixteen 
‘languages, including Russian, Czech, Polish, Hungarian and Chinese. 
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recognising it in the mask. He has ebeewed : 
both the mask and the face on the spot. His 
Piercing insight has seized, both in the mask and. 
in the face, not indeed the soul, which is absent, 
but the hidden springs that move the monster’s — 
features. His integrity of mind is too well known 
to need dwelling on. | will only say that at a 
time and in a matter in which lies reign supreme, 
when the truth is “the naked lady who causes 
scandal when she shows herself in public’, he | 
presents her unveiled even when she ts-not | 
beautiful. | 
Professor Sarolea‘is not content with giving us: 
information, he gives us doctrine as well, and: 
the one is as well founded as the other. The 
holder, since 1894, of the Chair for French 
Language and Literature at the University of 
Edinburgh, Professor Sarolea is more than an 
eminent scholar. His speciality ts universality. 
He carries an encyclopaedic learning with ease and 
renders it accessible to the profane. Nor is his 
learning merely bookish, for he has travelled all 
over the world and has been in contact with 
men whose experience serves to complete, and 
often correct, the lessons learnt in the library. 
Chosen to accompany H.M. King Albert of 
Belgium on his trip to Brazil in 1920, Professor 
sarolea was worthy of the high trust placed in 
him, which dated doubtless from the day when 
King Albert, whose judgment equalled his — 
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magnanimity, speaking of his book The Angé- 
German Problem, which was published in 1912, 
said to him, “Your book is prophetic.” It was 
so to such an extent that people who did not 
know the author believed it to have been ante- 
dated. The author’s study of the League of 
Nations, published in 1919, was no_ less 
prophetic. 

A great scholar, a philosopher, and one who 
does not, like so many, take generalities to be 
general ideas, a great traveller, intimate with 
men of action yet sufliciently remote to be able 
to judge them objectively, Professor Sarolea 
lights up and gives a touch of colour to his 
writings with flashes of a nimble wit. That is 
why I said at the beyinning that this new book 
of his, despite the gravity of the subject, makes 
pleasant reading. Its gravity, indeed, is the 
source of the very greatest intellectual pleasure ; 
for the mind is set at ease by the soundness of 
reasoning, leading to the fullness of truth 
in a problem in which our destiny ts at 
stake. 

1 should add that Professor Sarolea 1s also an 
apostle. In the course of a long and laborious 
campaign as a lecturer in Great Britain and the 
United States he collected twenty-five million 
francs for Belgian charities. His new book is 
also the work of an apostle. May it be given to 
this apostle to work new miracles, open the eyes 
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of so many who are blind, and banish the Powers 
of Darkness. They who fail to be healed by this 
work must be classified in the incurable category 


of the deliberately blind. 
SAINT AULAIRE. 


CHAPTER I 


A Scottish Duchess Lost in the Spanish 
Jungle 


Ir is the purpose of the following pages to 
discuss and to dissect the “opus magnum et 
mirabile’’ of the Duchess of Atholl on the Civil 
War in Spain and to subject both the facts and 
the conclusions contained in her 346 pages to 
the generally accepted tests of historical criti- 
cism and to the more acid tests of plain common 
sense and political realities. 

This latest contribution of Her Grace to 
controversial literature has received an amazing 
amount of publicity. From a local and insular 
figure she has suddenly become almost a world 
figure. From the quiet, dignified, almost shy, 
personality, shrinking from the limelight, she 
has suddenly become a stormy petrel, reminding 
one of the “stormy Duchess’’ of a recent German 
novel. Her book and her speeches have earned 
the enthusiastic applause of pro-Bolshevik readers 
‘in three continents. . 
Whatever may be the reasons for this outburst 


of enthusiasm and the secret forces behind it, 
14 
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and whether that enthusiasm be genuine or manu- 
factured, we will have to admit that Search/ight 
on Spain is entitled, even in this country, to the 
invidious honour of a full-dress public debate 
and that it especially imposes upon her Conserva- 
tive critics the imperative duty of an outspoken 
examination. Nor can such a duty be shirked 
mercly because st 15 unpleasant or because our esteem 
for the Duchess as a private person might conflict 
with our public obligations as responsible 
citizens. 

An indignant reviewer, writing in a recent 
issue of Spain, the admirable organ of the 
Spanish Nationalist cause, assures us -that the 
only proper attitude to the pro-Bolshevik book 
of the Duchess is to dismiss it with the symbolical 
gesture of the poet Viryil in Dante’s Inferno— 
a gesture of aloofness, silence and contempt : 
“Non rugionam d: lor, ma guarda e passa. “Let us 
not dispute about such as these, but let us only 
look on and pass on.”” With all deference to this 
indignant reviewer, I submit that such an attitude 
would be highly tnexpedient and dangerous. It 
may be true indeed that the sudden world-wide 
notoriety of the Duchess of Atholl is only a master 
stroke of Popular Front propaganda, worthy of 
the apostolic zeal of the Left Book Club mis- 
sionaries and of the commercial genius of Mr. 
Victor Gollancz. But even if the fame of Her 
Grace is a publicity stunt, it is a fact and a factor 
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which cannot be ignored and it is a challenge 
which has to be met by every responsible member 
of the Conservative Party. 


Why the Duchess of Atholl is a Political Menace 


For the importance of the volume by the 
Member for Kinross and West Perth ts not to be 
measured by its intrinsic merits, but by the per- 
sonality of the writer, by the size and by the 
reactions of her audiences, and not least by the 
amazing anomaly of her dual personality both as 
a leading member of the Conservative Party and 
as one of the “‘public orators”’ of the international 
Popular Front. If we judge Searchlight on Spain 
from that angle it is no exaggeration to say that 
it is easily one of the most portentous political 
productions which has issued from the press in 
recent years. A competent Socialist bookseller 
assures me that its sales in this country alone will 
probably exceed 200,000 copies. A French 
translation has just been published in Paris and ts 
being widely advertised in the Popular Front 
Press. Russian, German and Spanish translations 
will no doubt follow in due course. Thus the 
book of the Duchess is likely to mould the 
opinions of hundreds of thousands of ill-informed 
or unwary readers recruited from all sections of 
the journalistic, academic and clerical “Intelli- 
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gentsia” and largely also from loyal but misguided 
followers within the Conservative fold. Pos- 
sibly it may influence, in the near future, hundreds 
of thousands of votes Certainly it will help to 
influence, in the wrong direction, the issue of the 
next fateful parliamentary election, on which 
may depend the issues of peace and war. 


The Conservatiwe Flag Covering Bolshevik 
Merchandise 


Searchlight on Spain may be compared to one of 
those Russian pirate ships sailing in Spanish 
waters which merely by hoisting the British flag 
have made it possible to smuggle, hitherto with 
comparative impunity, Bolshevist goods into Red 
territory. The Duchess of Atholl merely by 
fying the Conservative flag is attempting to 
foist a pro-Bolshevik policy upon the Unionist 
Government and may succeed at least in dividing 
a party in which, until recently, she was a shining 
light and of which she nominally remains a 
member. 


hy the Mayority of the British People are still 
Opposed to the Spanish Nationalist Government 


No one who follows the trend ot public 
opinion in Great Britain with regard to Spanish 
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affairs can entertain any doubt that the over- 
whelming majority of British people, say to the 
extent of eighty per cent, are solidly against 
Franco. In this connection it is extraordinarily 
interesting to note the strange and fundamental 
differences between the British and the French 
attitude about Spain. The contrast is truly 
paradoxical, perplexing and disquieting because, 
in consequence, the two Governments are bound 
to be perpetually at cross purposes and the 
foreign polices of both are to pursue an erratic 
and ambiguous course. 

In France the Government of M. Daladier, 
until O.tol er 1938, was still a prisoner of the 
Popular Front Parties. Even today it is still 
compelled by the uncertainty of the approaching 
presidential election and by the pressure of the 
Labour Syndicates, who are in the pay of the 
Comintern, to allow unlimited quantities of 
supplies and ammunition and aeroplanes to be sent 
to the Reds.!. That Government thus continues 
to violate its own pact of non-intervention, whilst 
at the same time the most eminent representa- 
tives of the French Intelligentsia are denouncing 
first to denounce the duplicity of the Popular Front French Govern- 
ment in sponsoring the Spanish Non-Intervention policy and at the 
same time conniving at and even encouraging all over French territory 
the recruiting and mobilisation of Red international forces in the 
service of Bolshevik Spain. My letter, which appeared in the Daily 
Telegraph of pay 2, 1937, is reprinted in Wyndham Lewis’ “Count 


Your ere Alive” (pages 127-141), with ari illuminating 
commentary. 
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the official policy and are passionately pro- 
Franco. 

On the contrary, in England the Government 
strictly observes the pact of non-intervention, 
whilst winking at the continual breaches of the 
Pact by its French allies. On the other hand, in 
opposition to the professed and official attitude 
of the Foreign Office most of the forces of the 
British Intelligentsia, and especially the Press, the 
Churches, the B.B.C. and the universities, as 
well as all the forces of the opposition parties, 
are clamorously rejoicing at the French violations 
of the pact and are aggressively anti-Franco 

In order to clear up present British misunder- 
standings and ambiguities about the Spanish 
situation it will be necessary to examine some of 
the causes which explain this growing drift of 
British opinion in favour of the Spanish Reds. 

(1) We have to take into account the strong 
Protestant sentiment against Catholic Spain which 
is still almost universally prevalent in this country 
mainly amongst the Nonconformist Churches and 
the low and broad section of the Anglican Church.} 
This strong British Protestant and Nonconfor- 
mist anti-Spanish prejudice is the legacy of many 
centuries of anti-papist prejudice going back to 


er ee ee mp ee et Agere ee meres, -— —_ 








‘In chis connection tt is interesting to remember that the present 
nominal fgurehead of the Barcelona Government, President Azafia, 
first came into notice as an anti-clerical publicist and won his first 
Jaurels as the Spanish translator and commentator of Borrow’s Bibi 
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Elizabethan days. It runs parallel with the anti- 
clerical tradition in Spain which is largely of 
eighteenth-century French origin. It is reflected 
in every popular historical textbook. It is the 
same prejudice which has been at the root of most 
of our troubles in Ireland and which, until this 
day, stands in the way of a satisfactory and just 
solution of the Irish question. Whereas the 
Catholic Church in France is almost unanimously 
in favour of the Nationalists, the Churches in 
Great Britain, cven the dignitaries of the [stab- 
lished Anglican Church, such as the Archbishop 
of York, the Bishop of Chelmsford, the Dean of 
Canterbury, are on the side of Revolutionary 
Spain.! 

(2) There is an abysmal and truly “totalitarian” 
ignorance of everything Spanish which ts so 
significantly reflected in the pseudo-history of 
the Duchess of Atholl. Even to most educated 
British people Spain remains an undiscovered and 
unexplored country, about which even the most 
improbable and most fantastic lies can safely be 
told to, and greedily welcomed by, a credulous 
and sympathetic public. 

(3) There has been, since the war, an alarming 
decline tn the quality of political thinking in 


c¢ 


' As an illuminating and humiliating contrast to the attitude of 
many of our Anglican dignitaries, we may remind our British readers 
that in the autumn of 1936 all the French Protestant Churches and 
even the Jewish Churches sent a spontancous and unanimous protest 
against the hideous persecution of the Catholic Church in Spain, 
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Great Britain, which may be partlyeattributed to 
the universal lowering of educational standards, 
even in our higher seats of learning, to the depreci- 
ation of all spirirual values, nd to the universally 
prevailing heresy of the matertalistic or economic 
interpretation of human history And not least 
must it be imputed to the poisoning of both 
British teachers and British students by a system- 
atic but insidious and amazingly successful 
Bolshevik propaganda which has_ established 
its cells and its perm-carriers in every leading 
university. 

(4) The pro-Franco Spanish Press services, 
owing to the peopraphical isolation of Spain, 
owing also to insufficient financial support, 
are scarcely adequate to the difficulties and 
magnitude of their task and so far have been 
powerless to stem the devastating flood of pro- 
Bolshevik tendencious and mendacious literature. 

(5) British public opinion is @ prior: opposed 
to the National Spanish Government simply 
because that Government is supposed to be anti- 
democratic and “‘Fascist”” Of course the oppon- 
ents of General Franco refrain from explaining 
to us what they mean by “Spanish Fascism’, 
which certainly bears little analogy to either 
Italian Fascism or German Nazism, although the 
Nationalist Government is temporarily the military 
ally of Italy and Germany. The man in the street 
simply takes it for granted that the party system 
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which is sti'l supreme in our “happy Robinson 
Crusoe island” is the only cure for all the political 
maladies which afflict Continental Europe, and 
therefore still believes in the myth of an in- 
evitable idealogical conflict between parlia- 
mentary democracy and dictatorship. British 
opinion is not in the least affected by the fact 
that the conflict is not a conflict of ideas or 
political systems, but merely a conflict of abstract, 
ambiguous or meaningless words and an unscru- 
pulous juggling with a false verbal currency. 
Nor is British opinion affected by the fact that the 
obsolete anarchic and corrupt party system of 
most of the countries of the Continent has irre- 
trievably broken down and has been replaced 
almost everywhere by some form of popular 
dictatorship. 

British public opinion is convinced that the 
victory of a Nationalist Spanish Government, 
because of its present alliance with Fascist Italy 
and Nazi Germany, would constitute a per- 
manent menace to British interests in general 
and to the British communications in the Mediter- 
ranean in particular. This widespread conviction 
ignores the fact that the alliance with Italy and 
Germany has been imposed upon Nationalist 
Spain by the French Popular Front and by the 
Russian Bolshevik conspiracy and that it does not 
commit in any way the future foreign policy 
of the Franco Government nor affects the 
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independence of its people or the territorial 
integrity of Spain.! 

Nearly the whole of the concluding chapter of 
Searchlight on Spurn is an elaborate attempt to prove 
the sinister menace of a triumphant Fascist Spain 
allied with a “megalomaniac’”’ Fascist Italy and an 
“umperialist’’ Nazi Germany. The rhetorical talk 
of the Duchess of Atholl about German or 
Italian territorial annexations in Spain is as 
futile and as ludicrous as the prophecies of 
those French super-patriots who assured us 
that Great Britain, after the war, would never 
surrender her stranglehold of Calais and the 
French coast. 

If the Duchess had some inkling of the Spanish 
national character, of its indomitable pride and of 


'] would ask the Duchess to meditate the following passage of 
Professor Marafion, one of the fathers of the second Spanish Republic, 
and today a supporter of General Franco : 

“This (German and Italian) occupation, which is such a cause of 
alarm to foreigners, does not alarm Spaniards. And we may rest 
assured that if one of the various nations who have soldiers fighting 
in Spain ever thought of seizing one square inch of our territory, 
Marxists and anti-Marxists would unite to oppose them with the 
game courage which they display today in fighting against each other. 
There is a piece of Spanish rock which the English occupied at a 
time now very remote, when our national instinct wes asleep, and 
there is not a Spaniard who does not continue to dream every night 
of Gibraltar.” (Maration : Lasherafisme et Commeonsme, p. 31.) 

The allusion to Gibraltar ts suggestive. Even more instructive, 
hawever, is the fact that Great Britain, at the end of the Peninsular 
War, after liberating the Spanish people from the yoke of Napoleon, 
after fighting for five years in a hundred Spanish battles, after 
prguihis tens of thousands of British lives and hundreds of millions 
of British money, did not demand or receive one square inch of 
Spanish territory. 
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its suspicion of foreign interference, if also she 
possessed even an elementary knowledge of 
Spanish history, she would know that none of the 
Furopean Powers who have again and again 
intervened in Spanish affairs in the course of 
the eighteenth and nineteenth centuries have 
received any territorial compensations or acquisi- 
tions. There has been only one exception, namely 
Great Britain, and there has only been one 
annexation, namely the Rock of Gibraltar. 

(6) A misguided British public opinion still 
supports the strange claim that the National 
Government of Spain, having been denied unfairly 
the status of a belligerent, has no right to defend 
itself, has no right to stop the sinuggling of 
Russian or French food supplies and ammunition 
into Bolshevik ports, and that the bombing of any 
foreign ships which engage in such smuggling, 
and which fly the British flag, under a legal 
fiction, must be recognised as a flagrant violation 
of international law demanding immediate and 
drastic retaliation. 

(7) The anti-Franco opposition has, unfortu- 
nately, the advantage of being led inside Parlia- 
ment by a group of formidable champions like 
Mr. Lloyd George, Mr. Winston Churchill, and 
outside Parliament by prominent journalists like 
Wickham Steed, Mr. Brailsford, Vernon Bartlett, 
Charles Duff and Harold Laski. 

(8) The present Conservative Government is a 


26 DAYLIGHT ON SPAIN 


“‘democratic’”’ coalition Government and suffers from 
the fatal weakness which seems to be inherent in 
all so-called democratic coalitions, where even a 
small Left Wing of extremists is able to blackmail 
or paralyse the Moderate sections, largely be- 
cause of the risks of forthcoming elections. 
The Moderate sections are divided whilst the 
Left parties are united. The Moderates are 
passive and only want to avoid trouble, whilst the 
extremist minority is resolutely and unscrupu- 
lously aggressive. 

(9) Public opinion, both in Great Britain and 
in the Dominions, is increasingly influenced by 
American policy. And the policy of the Roose- 
velt administration being largely controlled by 
extreme radical and Bolshevik-‘‘Russian’’ in- 
fluences is overwhelmingly anti-Franco, and thus 
indirectly helps to strengthen the anti-Franco 
opposition in Great Britain. 


The Menace of the British Drift to the Left 


The contrast between the French and the 
British political situations which we have just 
analysed is not reassuring for the near future. 
We know the catastrophic consequences of two 
brief years of Popular Front Government in 
France: the collapse of the currency, the 
appalling deficit, the continual change of Cabinets, 
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the ignoble squabbles amongst professional 
politicians, the tyranny of proletarian demagogues, 
the perpetually recurrent epidemic of stay-in 
strikes and the scandalous intervention of Moscow 
in French politics. This knowledge of what has 
happened to our neighbours and allies ought to 
make us realise the terrible menace which is 
involved in the accelerating drift to the Left so 
clearly discernible in our country. If it be true 
that British democracy is governed by public 
opinion, and if public opinion is truly repre- 
sented by the newspapers, the universities, the 
Churches and the Broadcasting Corporation, the 
irresistible pressure of that Intelligentsta must 
sooner or later make itself felt. Svoner or later 
we must expect to reap the red harvest which the 
Intelligentsia has sown. Sooner or later the 
elections will reveal not only an alarming land- 
slide in the country, but the break-up of the 
Conservative front. 

When the landslide comes, when the disinte- 
gration of the Conservative forces is an accom- 
plished fact, our Duchess-Comrade Atholl, as she 
is affectionately nicknamed by the French Reds, 
may legitimately claim that she has been playing 
no inconsiderable part in bringing about the 
disruption of the party of which she is still a 
hypothetical member and in paralysing Mr. 
Neville Chamberlain in his heroic efforts to save 
the peace of Europe. 
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Phe Politica’ Vagaries of the Duches« of Athol: 


We are living in nerve-racking times of in- 
tellectual confusion and political instability. The 
more means of information we possess, the more 
difficult it seems to discover the truth and the 
casicr it scems to bamboozle an ignorant and 
credulous public. The greater the perils of the 
future, the less we can rely on the steadying 
influence of strong convictions. Are we not 
secing even “clder statesmen” like Mr. Lloyd 
George and Mr. Winston Churchill changing 
their opinions on the most fundamental issues of 
forcign, policy, and changing them suddenly and 
for no ascertainable reason, as casily as women 
change the fashions of a season? And if this 
can be said of our “elder statesmen”’, why should 
we wonder that the Duchess of Atholl should 
have followed the example of those illustrious 
leaders ? And what right have we to blame her 
for so doing ? 

Yet the damaging and challenging fact remains 
that she has both changed her views and trans- 
ferred her allegiance whilst still remaining a 
leading and popular member of the Conserva- 
tive Party.! As recently as the year 1931 in her 
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‘ Lneed not emphasise the tact that such a shocking politica! anomaly 
would be inconceivable in France, even under a Popular Front 
Government Yet it seems to be possible in Great Britain even 
under a Conservative Government 
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anti-Bolshevik volume The Conscription of a People 
she denounced the crimes of the most cruel 
slave State of modern times ; she called upon the 
League of Nations to intervene and even de- 
manded that the British Government should break 
off commercial relations with the Moscow 
gangsters.! 

Thus, on the fundamental issue of the League 
of Nations, Her Grace has changed sides three 
times. In 1931 she is such a staunch believer in 
the Areopagus of Geneva that she cxpects it to 
take drastic action against Moscow In 1935 
she violently denounces both Gencva and the 
policy of “collective security” of Mr. den. In 
her last and recent Manifesto she denounced 
even more violently Mr. Neville Chamberlain 
because a series of bitter experiences precludes 
him from putting his trust in that self-same policy 
of “collective security’? which she herself re- 
pudiated in 1935. 

On the second fundamental issue of what ought 
to be our attitude to Russia the change of front 
of the Duchess has been even more startling. 


Today, alas, Her Grace has mad - her p.ace wih 





ened 





1 Only three years ago the Duchess met Lady Maxwell Scott of 
Abbotstord at my house in order to discuss, in common, a plan of 
campaign to defeat the ill-fated policy of sanctions. Her Grace 
even volunteered and undertook to distribute many hundred of 
my own wicked anti-sanctionist leaflets to all her fellow Members 

both Houses of Parliament. She only Arie that I should 
tone down a few very mild criticisms of Mr. Baldwin, which I refused 
todo, Today the Duchess indulges in uncontrolled denunciations of 
the policy of her leader. 
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the Bolshevik enemy and is even seen fighting on 
the Red side of the barricade. No longer is tt 
Communism but Italian Fascism and German 
Nazism which are the two menacing dangers. 
Not only is she no longer an anti-Communist 
leader, but she addressed, in Madrid and Paris 
and London, mass meetings of the Left Front, 
where she roused the enthusiasm of the Reds and 
the incignation of the parties of the Right.’ In 
Moscow her speeches have won extravagant 
praise. To the listeners of the Russian Radio 
stations the “Red Duchess” has become as pop- 
ular a figure as the “Passionaria”’ 


The Duchess as a Representatwe Revolutionary Type 


It must be admitted that the Duchess 1s fully 
entitled to the applause of her new friends and 
admirers. For she is an invaluable asset to the 
Moscow Comintern. French journalistic wits, 


— 





‘it may be interesting to note how the participanion of the “Con- 
servative Member” for Kinruss and West Perth at Paris mass mcetings 
of the Popular Front is appreciated in the French Conservative Press. 
T take the following description of the recent Communist mass 
meetung in the Vélodrome d*Hiver which the Duchess of Atholl 
honoured with her inspiring presence : 

“On Tuesday two mectings were held tn Parts on the Spanish 

uestion. There was the gathering of the Winter Vélodrome where 
the crowd of the R.U.P. were spouting. The protagonists were the 
Witch Ibarurri--La Passionaria—The Duchess-Comrade Atholl, and, 
of course, Old Man Cachin. It is the union of the syndicates of the 
Paris district which patronised this meeting. The nearer the final 
defeat of the Reds, the more exasperated is the rage of the Marxists 
and their allies.” (Je sss Partout. July 29, 1938.) 
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commenting on the appearance of this strange 
“Conservative” Scottish Duchess on the same 
platform with French anarchists and pefro- 
leases and Spanish Dynamiteros, describe Her 
Grace as one of those typical oriyinal and 
eccentric Englishwomen, the incarnation of a 
modern Lady Hester Stanhope, always in quest of 
some new sensation, some new experience and 
some new adventure. Those French journalists 
completely misunderstood our Comrade-Duchess. 
She is neither an original nor an eccentric, nor an 
exception; rather is she a very common and indeed 
a universal type. She is the type which we see 
emerging in every country at the threshold of 
every revolution. Such types appear only at the 
beginning, because once they have served their 
purpose they are swept away very soon by the 
very mob whose passions they have roused and 
whose crimes their irresponsible propaganda have 
made possible. 

A destructive revolution is not a sudden ex- 
plosion nor is it what is called a “spontaneous 
outburst of anarchy’. A gradual preparation 
which often extends over generations, a slow 
undermining of the foundations of society always 
precedes the catastrophe. And those who pre- 
pare it always belong to the same type—the 
destructive Intelligentsia, recruited from cvery 
stratum and every category, the educated, un- 
employed proletariat, the Bohemian artist and 
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man of letters, the University Do, the unsuccess- 
ful 1ournalist, the disappointed idealist, the un- 
balanced fanatic, the elerical politic an. 

When the work of destruction is well advanced 
another political character emerges and takes the 
lead-—the aspiring democratic aristocrat—and his 
emergence ts such a constant phenomenon that 
he also may be considered as a type. A revolu- 
tion originally does not proceed from below, it 
proceeds from above. A _ revolution becomes 
possible not because the people have ceased to 
belicve in their leaders, but because the leaders 
have ceased to believe in themselves, because the 
ruling classes have failed to discharge their social 
and political obligations and have convinced 
themselves that they have thus forfeited their 
right to rule. Every revolution in that sense, 
therefore, partakes of the nature of an abdication 
or a surrender, a political suicide. 


The Duchess as the Revolutionary Aristocrat 


The Duchess may be said to combine in her 
person those two perpetually recurrent historical 
types, namely the destructive intellectual and the 
rebel aristocrat. 1 shall not compare her acti- 
vities to those of Madame Roland in the French 
Revolution, or of Louise Michel in the Paris 
Commune, or of Rosa Luxemburg in the post- 
War German revolution. Such a comparison 
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would be irrelevant because none of these three 
ladies professed, like the Duchess, to be a ‘“‘Con- 
servative’’. Such a comparison would also be 
“unlucky”? because the three ladies referred to 
came to a bad end. Rather would I compare 
Her Grace to those Russian princes and to those 
Spanish highbrows who both sponsored and 
led the Russtan and Spanish Revolutions and who 
were soon to expiate their sins in the prisons of 
the Tcheka or as refugees in every capital of 
Europe. Or might we not compare the Duchess 
to another Scottish aristocratic demagogue, to 
that Duke of Gordon who, like herself, stirred 
up the anti-clerical passions of the mob and who 
was responsible for an orgy of mob rule called, 
after him, the Gordon Riots? Or shall we com- 
pare Iler Grace to that Duke of Bedford whom 
Edmund Burke denounced in one of the classical 
masterpieces of the English language ? 


Lhe Former L:nemy of the Reds Becomes their Ally 


The Duchess of Atholl denies that there is any 
relation of cause and effect between the Moscow 
Comintern and the Spanish Civil War. She 
throws the whole responsibility both for the out- 
break and the prolongation of the war upon the 
wicked Italians and the diabolical Germans. 

She forgets that in October 1934, in an inter- 


view with an American correspondent, H. E. 
B 
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Knoblaugh, that uncompromising opportunist 
Largo Caballero recalled Lenin’s declaration 
“that Spain would be the second Soviet Republic 
in Europe”’. 

She forgets that in that selfsame year 1934 the 
Asturian miners fulfilled l.enin’s prophecy, rose 
against the then “lawful”? Republican Coalition 
Government, established a Soviet Republic and 
compelled that “lawful” Spanish Government to 
suppress, with the assistance of Moorish troops, 
this first rehearsal of the present Civil War, and 
to throw 40,000 “rebels” into gaol. 

But not only does the “Duchesse Rouge” 
deny any connection between the Civil War and 
the Bolshevik conspiracy, she denies the very 
existence of any such conspiracy. When she 
throws the full responsibility for the later tragedy 
on Italy and Germany she forgets, not being a 
strong believer either in any logical or even in any 
chronological sequence of historical events, that 
this conspiracy had already started on its sinister 
progress long before there existed a Nazi party 
in the Reichstag or a Fascist Government in 
Italy. She denies what was admitted a hundred 
times by the Soviet Government itself, what was 
trumpeted every day by the Megaphones of the 
Moscow Radio stations and proclaimed in every 
Congress of the Comintern. She forgets the 
famous prophecy made by M. Delbos in 1933, 
one year after he became Foreign Secretary in 
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the first Blum Cabinet.) She forgets the later 
waming of Sir Francis Lindlay, late British 
Ambassador in Portugal, in August 1936, when he 
explicitly stated that “Moscow agents for years 
have been preparing heavy civil war in Spain’’. 
The Duchess is indeed an uncanny psychologi- 
cal problem. 1 doubt whether such a witness as 
Her Grace ever presented herself before a British 
judge or jury. It is no use arguing with her, for 
the simple reason that she is not amenable to 
argument or proof. Whenever she is driven to 
the wall by incontrovertible evidence she evades 
the issue by some verbal quibble and preferably by 
the naive and sophistical distinction between the 
Spanish Anarchists and the Spanish Communists, 
as if they did not pursue a common destructive 
policy, whatever may be their theoretical diver- 
gences. Whenever an ugly fact tells against her, 
whenever an atrocity 1s perpetrated, she tells 
us that the atrocity was committed not by the 
heroic Communists but by some irresponsible 
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1A special room is devoted to the future Spanish Communist 
Revolution, displaying on the walls posters of newspapers Ia Bandera 
Rgya and Le Palabra, the portraits of Castillian Bolsheviks, scenes of 
strikes and riots. It is quite clear that the Soviets expect to achieve 
their first success beyond the Pyrenees. One carries away from this 
visit an oduur of blood and arson.” 

This evidence of Monsieur Delbos is a memorable one. first because 
in 1933 he was still an independent witness, although he was already 
sympathetic to the Bolshevik ideal ; and second, because his evidence 
was deliberately suppressed on his joining the Popular Front. ‘The 
very interesting book L'Expérience Rouge, from which the prophecy 
is taken, is even today an extremely illuminating document. It has 
very regrettably but very significantly been withdrawn from circula- 
t10Nn. 
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instrument of these wicked Anarchists. In her 
opinion such a verbal “ideological’’ distinction is 
quite sufficient to exonerate the Comintern.! 


The Duchess as a Decoy Duck 


Ot course she does not understand that she is 
hersclf a living proof and a glorious trophy of the 
Bolshevik conspiracy. The cynical Mr. Wyndham 
Lewis would describe the Duchess as a Decoy 
Duck. She herself is, of course, too simple- 
minded to realise that every day she is being 
exploited for the sinister purposes of Soviet pro- 
paganda. And she is far too innocent to under- 
stand the Machiavellian tactics of the dictators 
of the Kremlin. She does not grasp that whilst 
inside Russia any opposition to, or criticism of, 
the Government is visited with the death penalty, 
on the contrary, outside Russia, when they 
address non-Communists, the Comintern are all 
things to all men. She does not know that 
Moscow ts not concerned abroad about formulas 
or programmes, but about practical results. Te 
them the Anarchist is as good as the Communist. 


ONES ee mune, 





1 Ina practical sense there ts aothing to choose between the Anarchist 
and the Communist, any more than between the Leninist, the Trotzky- 
ist and the Stalinist, all being equally destructive. Even from the 
theoretical point of view the distinction is merely academical. The 

reatest authority on Russian revolutionary theories, President 
saryk, declares that it is often impossible to distinguish in Lenin 
he Anarchist and the Communist 


DAYLIGHT ON SPAIN 37 
The Bolshevik Mirack 


The Universal Class War Must Necevsarzly Lead to 


Universal Peace 


fo a gullible British public who do not worry 
about logic or consistency, and to a muddle-headed 
and irresponsible British Intelligentsia who are 
more concerned about phrases than about facts, 
the ubiquitous agents of the Comintern have no 
difficulty in demonstrating the Bolshevik miracle 
that the preaching of goodwill to all men is 
perfectly reconcilable with the preaching of the 
gospel of hatred and the universal class war. 
Have they not established in every country special 
societies for the specific purpose of cultivating 
amicable international relations? Are they not 
using for the selfsame purpose the League of 
Nations Union and their bellicose pacifists whom 
the Duchess of Atholl once so fiercely opposed ? 
Are they not using the London Committee of 
Non-Intervention to preach their own peculiar 
gospel of peace? Who could resist the tolerance 
of Bolshevists, their spirit of conciliation, their 
liberalism, their magnanimity 2? Who could re- 
fuse to join these new fraternities ““The Friends 
of Soviet Russia’’ or “The Friends of Oppressed 
India”? Is not Russian Communism an allo- 
tropic form of Christian Communism? Is not 
every Catholic monastery the prototype of a 
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Communist republic? Did not the French 
terrorists discover, as far back as 1792, that 
Christ was the greatest of the sansculottes ? 
Who could be so evil-minded as to suspect that 
the one purpose of the Comintern in co-operating 
with all opposition political parties is to use them 
all as opportunity arises in order to achieve the 
disruption of a capitalistic British Empire and the 
establishment of a world-wide Soviet common- 
wealth of nations ? 

In accordance with their “big-minded”’ 
‘pacifist’, “tolerant’’, “liberal? policy, the Com- 
intern use the Spanish Catholics and Autono- 
mists of the Basque provinces even as they once 
used the Catholic Centre Party in pre-Hitler 
Germany They use the Anglican bishops even 
as they are using the dissid-n s ot the Protestant 
Churches of the Third Reich. And all the time 
they are planting their prolific little propaganda 
cells in every British university, in every Con- 
servative Oryanisation and in every Christian 
Church. 

And how triumphantly have the wise and 
subtle tactics of the Comintern been justified by 
the result ? How correctly they have estimated 
the stupidity of the highbrow, the cowardice 
of the bourgeois and the intemperate zeal of 
the fanatic? Is it not obvious that to have 
converted two Conservative fanatics of the 
exalted standing and of the peculiar crusading 
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temperament of the Duchess of Atholl and of 
Viscount Cecil must be of infinitely greater 
political importance than to win over 10,000 mere 
proletarian Socialists who are already converted 
or are not worth converting? Through the 
Duches: and the Viscount the Bolsheviks cease to 
be political and social outcasts, they secure ad- 
mission to the most respectable society of all 
parties and they get introduced into the inner 
circles of the Tory Party. What a chance for the 
master destroyers whose ultimate object is to 
disintegrate, from nithin, the Conservative forces 
in Great Britain, which hitherto have proved 
the most formidable bulwark against World 
Revolution. 


The Duchess of Atholl as an Eistortan 


The Duchess professes to give us, in her book, 
an impartial history of the Civil War in Spain. 
But if we are to believe her fellow worker 
Comrade Jellinek, the author of the most elab- 
orate recent history of the Spanish Horror,' she 
is attempting the impossible, because in his 
opinion we shall have to wait at least fifty years 
before any reliable history can be undertaken. 
Even if it were possible to write it, it is no dis- 
paragement of the ducal chronicler to suggest 


' Published by the Left Book Club. 
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that she is about the last person to undertake such 
a task with any prospect of success. 


[ler Totalitarian Ignorance 


It secs almost inconceivable that the Duchess 
should dare to write a book on the Spanish Civil 
War without having taken the trouble to learn 
the elementary facts of Spanish history either 
ancient or recent. I might give countless illus- 
trations of her abysmal, or shall I call it her “totali- 
tarian’’, ignorance. 

The following very comic but very character- 
istic example may suffice to edify the reader. 
Perhaps the most important word in the modern 
political vocabulary of Spain is the picturesque 
vocable “Cacique”. It is the pre-war Spanish 
Cacique who provides the explanation of most 
of the political problems which have harassed 
successive Spanish Governments. It is the 
system called “Cue:gaismo’”’ which 1s responsible 
for their worst abuses. The Cacique nas the 
amntpotent political boss. There were tens of 
thousands of those bosses. The Cacique was 
the real master of parliamentary Spain. He was 
Tammiany Hall, the American gangster, the party 
Caucus rolled all in one. The cacique selected 
the Deputies. He appointed and bribed the 
local officials and mayors. He decided the fate 
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of Cabinets. Yet when the Duchess stumbles 
on this strange word of mysterious Mexican 
origin and does not find its meaning in her 
Spanish dictionary she makes an ingenious and 
ingenuous, but very unfortunate, guess. She 
solemnly explains to us that “Caceque” ts the 
equivalent of a British “estate agent”. This 
amazing “‘howler’’, or shall we charitably call it 
this depsus calam:, reminds one of the British 
statesmen at Versailles who confused Silesia 
and Cilicia, and who mistook the province of 
Galicia in Poland with the province of Galatia 
in Asia Minor, and who confused the modern 
Galician Jew with those ancient Jews referred to 
in the Epistle to the Galatians. 

Considering the dominant but disastrous part 
which the Cacique and the Caciquismo have 
played in recent Spanish “parliamentary’’ history, 
may I be permitted to inform the Duchess that 
there is only one conceivable similarity between 
a disreputable Spanish Caczgue or political boss 
and a respectable British estate agent. The 
British factor only manages the estate of the 
landowner. The Spanish Cacique looked upon 
the whole territory of Spain as his own private 
estate. 

Apart from her complete ignorance of the 
A B Ceven of recent Spanish history the Duchess 
has not the requisite knowledge of the difhcult 
Spanish language or of the Spanish people. Nor 
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does she possess the serenity, the detachment, the 
balanced judgment of the trained historian. 
Above all, she has not the necessary historical 
background. She does not realise that the 
present Spanish crisis is but the culmination of a 
dreary political drama which has lasted over a 
hundred years and which itself is largely the out- 
come of a mischievous party machine, of a 
grotesque caricature of British system of par- 
liamentary government, which is totally unsuited 
to the geographical conditions and to the agegres- 
sively individualistic temperament of the Spanish 
people. Under that pseudo-British and pseudo- 
democratic system every Spanish Government 
was a jungle, and it obeyed the law of the jungle. 

We have to remember that there is no history 
which is more complex and more difficult to 
understand than Spanish history! ; that there is 
no other Continental people more remote from us 
and more elusive than the Spanish people, and 
that there is no mystery which makes more 
exacting demands on a political Sherlock Holmes 
than the Spanish tragedy. I do not presume to 
play the invidious part of a pedantic and dog- 
matic professor, or to pose, like the Duchess, as 
an infallible authority on contemporary Spain, 





mw 


1 Ic is atgnificant that we do not possess in the English language a 
- single history of Spain which can be compared with the classical 
Histoire d’E: pagre of Louis Bertrand or the more recent history of 
Maurice Legendre. 


DAYLIGHT ON SPAIN 43 


although I have studied Spanish literature for 
half a century! and although I have paid three 
recent visits both to Spain and to Spanish Morocco 
before and since the Civil War. Bur I certainly 
am entitled to claim to know enough about 
Iberian affairs to affirm that our ducal Sherlock 
Holmes gives us, in her Searchlight on Spain, from 
beginning to end, an almost fantastic travesty 
of the Spanish situation and that in her book the 
effect is constantly mistaken for the cause and 
the poison is constantly mistaken for the remedy. 


Political Quack Remedies of the Duchess 


The Duchess of Atholl has only one cure for 
the ills of the present Civil War, and only one 
safeyuard against its recurrence. And that cure 
is to restore ““democracy”’ in its approved British 
parliamentary form and establish it on an un- 
shakable foundation. Alas, the Duchess ts 
recommending to the Spanish people the very 
medicine which has been the main cause of all 
Spanish political evils for the last hundred 
years. 

The victory of Waterloo may have liberated 
Europe from the tyranny of Napoleon and the 
overlordship of France, but many countries of 





* As far back as 1888 1 published in a Belgian review a series of 
articles on the Drama of Calderon. 
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Furope, great and small, had to pay a terrible 
price for that victory. The prestige of Waterloo 
made all nations accept the Englishman’s proud 
belicf, which has remained an unshakable dogma 
until this day, that the invincible superiority of 
British arms and British trade, the tnexhaustible 
resources of British wealth which helped to pay 
for the wars of the French Revolution and of the 
Napoleonic Empire, were ultimately due to the 
magic of free British parliamentary institutions. 
The inevitable consequence was that after 1815 
all Continental nations vied with each other in 
grafting those British institutions on their own 
national political system. They did not realise 
that the British parliamentary institutions are a 
very peculiar, very artificial, and very complicated 
growth, that they are the outcome of many 
centuries of political conflicts, that they are only 
adapted to British insular conditions, and that it 
is as impossible to transplant the British party 
system to Spain or Portugal, to Belgium or 
Serbia, to Germany or Poland, as it would be to 
transplant the English oak to a tropical country 
or the palm tree of the Sahara to the moors of 
Scotland. So entirely unsuitable have British 
parliamentary institutions proved to Continental 
conditions that there is today no instance of any 
Continental Parliament having become acclima- 
tised or having taken firm roots in any important 
country even after one hundred years of repeated 
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trials and after the sobering experience of 
frequently recurring revolutions. 

But in no European country has the adoption 
of British parliamentary institutions had morc 
catastrophic consequences than in Spain. The 
imitation has becn so grotesque and the product 
is such a monstrosity that a British student ot — 
constitutional history would have the greatest 
difficulty in recognising the illegitimate Spanish 
offspring of the “Mother of Parliaments’’. 


How the Spanish Caricature of the British Parr 
System Has Proved a Curse to the Spanish People 


The transplanting of the British system to the 
Peninsula explains most of the disturbances from 
which Spain has suffered for the last hundred 
years, and of which Peres Galdos, the Spanish 
Walter Scott, has given us a dramatic picture in the 
fifty volumes of his Epssodtos Nactonales. 

The party machine explains the internal dis- 
sensions which aggravated instead of diminishing 
the inherited individualism and the age-long 
territorial separatism of the country. It explains 
the hopeless inefhiciency of the Spanish bureau- 
cracy. The tenure of any public office was always 
insecure. Appointments or promotion in the 
Spanish Civil Services were made not on account 
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of personal merit but on account of valuable 
assistance given to the political “‘bosses’’. 

The party machine explains the extravagant 
cost of the civil, military and educational adminis- 
tration. Although salaries were scandalously 
low, there were ten times too many high officials, 
too many generals, too many university teachers ; 
and that automatic multiplication of public 
offices could not be helped as political support 
must needs be rewarded. 

The party machine explains the universal 
corruption. Neither the Ministry nor the “poli- 
tical boss’ or Cacique had any other means, 
except bribery, to retain the loyalty of his camp- 
followers. 

The party machine explains, above all, the 
appalling instability and the continuous rotation 

of ministers, the average duration of a Spanish 
Cabinet being about nine months and ander the 
recent Republican régime betneen 1931 and 1936 about 
two months, because the hundreds of thousands of 
starving place-hunters were all interested in the 
quick attainment of power and ofhice. 

This governmental instability was certainly the 
worst of all the political evils of pre-war Spain. It 
made any social reform absolutely impossible, 
inasmuch as the carrying out of any reform 
demands a minimum of time and a minimum of 
money. And, alas, no Spanish Government ever 
had sufficient money to carry out any policy. The 
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Government expenditure always exceeded the 
Government revenue. And even if money had 
been available no Government lasted long enough 
to carry out any social improvements or put an 
end to any abuses. This is the one reason why 
all through the nineteenth century political 
pledges have generally been broken, election 
programmes have seldom been placed on the 
Statute Book, and even if a proposal of reform 
became the law of the land, the new law was 
honoured in the breach rather than in the 
observance. 


The Juggling of the Duchess nith her Witnesses 


It is an absolute rule of historical criticism 
that in the unravelling of an intricate problem 
each single fact should be carefully and im- 
partially examined before the historian is justified 
in drawing a conclusion. It is another absolute 
rule that only those witnesses should be heard 
who can speak from first-hand knowledge and 
who have no interest in distorting or withholding 
the truth. The Duchess has broken those two 
rules in almost every page of her magnum 
opus. She overwhelms her readers with a 
display of erudition which is worthy of a 
German Dryasdust, and she overloads her text 
with footnotes innumerable. She quotes hun- 
dreds of pamphlets and books. But most of 
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those pamphlets and books are worthless pro- 
paganda compilations or fabrications. She pro- 
duces mountains of statistics, but she does not 
think it necessary to inform us on what data 
those statistics have been established. She pro- 
duces an imposing array of witnesses, but she does 
not scem to trouble about their credentials and 
about their credibility. Most of her witnesses 
are either partisans or anonymous scribblers or 
professional politicians or extemporised and un- 
trained forcign correspondents. I myself met 
on my last Spanish journey dozens of those 
unfortunate gentlemen who, apart from their 
general journalistic experience, had no special 
knowledge of the Spanish situation, who were 
incapable of distinguishing between truth and 
fiction, between mere rumour and actual fact, 
and who most probably would never have 
bothered about the country of Don Quixote 
but for the accident of the Civil War. 


1 Labour Lord Privy Seal Condemning the Duchess 


If this judgment seems too hard, may | put on 
record the significant fact that even a friendly 
Socialistic critic, the Right Honourable Thomas 
Johnston, M.P., a former Lord Privy Seal in a 
recent Labour Government, is reluctantly com- 
pelled to admit, in a sympathetic but damaging 
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review of Searchlight on Spain, that a great deal of 
the evidence produced by the Duchess is wholly 
worthless : 


“If 1 wanted to be critical and finicky about the 
Duchess’s case I should say that she ought to 
have got a capable sub-editor to overhaul hercopy. 

“Take, for example, p. 316, where we are 
given the Duchess’s opinion that a victory for 
Franco will mean a reign of terror. Quite 
probably it will. And the Duchess is surely 
entitled to her view. But look at her ‘evidence’ : 


““A letter dated April 1928, from the corre- 
spondent of a very well-known British Con- 
servative newspaper, confirms this.’ 


“Similarly on p. 110. [low valuable it would 
have been could we have proved that Anarchists 
saved the lives of priests. But the Duchess only 
says that it was ‘on the testimony of an L:nglish 
observer’. 

“Similarly on p. 71, dealing with the murder of 
Calvo Sotelo, the reactionary leader in the Cortes, 
we are told that the Government arrested his 
murderers and appointed ‘a trustworthy judge o 
try them’ 

“Really: But why not tell us the sentence, if 
any, and whether it was ever homologated ? 
That would carry more weight than does merely 
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the statement that ‘a judge’ was appointed to try 
the murderers. 

“There is quite a lot of this kind of evidential 
writing, and the Duchess’s book would be better 
wanting it.”’ 


No wonder that after giving us those typical 
samples the late Lord Privy Seal should come to 
his conclusion—“That ts not evidence of any 
kind. It is just wasted printers’ ink.”” (Forward, 
June 18, 1938.) 

Such is the scathing and withering verdict of 
an admirer and political ally of the Duchess, 
I] submit that it is a true and just verdict. 

But worse even than the indiscriminate pro- 
duction of incompetent and second-hand evi- 
dence is the deliberate rejection of unimpeach- 
able first-hand Spanish witnesses. She does not 
give, and could not give, us any reasons for her 
rejection. For, after all, Spanish witnesses may 
be expected to know more about their own 
country than a foreign journalist who does not 
understand the Spanish language, or than a 
foreign politician who has only spent, like the 
Duchess, a tew hectic days in Spain as a féted 
yruest on a personally conducted tour.! 


~ 





‘In Salamanca I had as my guest one foreign journalist, the represen- 
tative of a world-famous paper. He was violently hostile to Franco. 
He had only just arrived in Spain, which he had never visited before, 
and he was learning the elements of conversational Spanish from a 
little phrase-book. 
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The Evidence of Spanish Expert Witnesses Rejected 
by the Duchess 


Searchlight on Spain even rejects the testimony of 
those very Spaniards who were themselves actors 
in the Spanish drama, who are both qualified 
to give a reliable opinion and who have no longer 
any motive to conceal the truth. For instance, 
why in the name of common sense does Her 
Grace withhold from us the all-important fact 
that most of the leaders of the Spanish Popular 
Front, most of the founders of the new régime, 
namely Senor Alcala Zamora, who was the first 
President of the Republic, or Senor Lerroux, a 
former Republican Prime Minister and the 
doyen of Radical politicians, or Professor 
Unamuno, who was the evangelist of the Repub- 
licans, or His bix. Perez de Ayala, who was the 
first Republican Ambassador in London, or 
Senor Jose Orteya y Gasset, or the famous Pro- 
fessor Maranon, who played a decisive part in the 
drama of 1931 why, 1 humbly ask the Duchess, 
does she conceal trom us the fact that all those 
illustrious Spanish patriots, all those leaders of the 
Left, all those political founders and_ spiritual 
fathers of the Spanish Revolution, are today 
unanimously agreed in repudiating a Government 
which they themselves brought into being, that 
every one of them made a public confession of 
their sins within a few months after the beginning 
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of the Civil War, and that all of them today pro- 
claim their allegiance and devotion to Gencral 
Franco P 


I’hby Flare Seventeen South American and Central 
Spanish Republics Broken off all Diplomats 
Relations with Soviet Russia? 


Or again, why does the Duchess ignore the 
impressive concurrence of opinion of the Spanish 
Republics of the New World and their unanimous 
condemnation of the Spanish Reds 2? Three years 
ago | was present in Seville at a mecting of the 
Pan-American Spanish Congress, presided over 
by Professor Marafion, attended by hundreds of 
delegates from South and Central America. For 
the first time I] was made to realise that Spain 
must not be looked upon merely as a single 
isolated country, but that she is the centre of a 
vast commonwealth of nations who are even 
more intimately bound to their mother country 
than the Dominions are to Great Britain. It 
probably never occurred to the Duchess of 
Atholl that all those South American and Centra! 
American Spanish republics suffered from the 
Bolshevik conspiracy, that in consequence al! of 
them felt themselves compelled to sever all diplo- 
matic relations with the Soviet Government, and 
that all of them—with the significant exception 
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of Red Mexico—are today on the side of the 
National Government of General Franco. If 
I am doing the Duchess an injustice and if she is 
aware of this illuminating pan-American fact, 
why does she hide it from her readers and how 
can she still truthfully assure us that the Bolshevik 
conspiracy js a mere myth? Are a hundred 
million Spanish Americans all mythologists and 
illusionists ? Or is, perchance, the testimony of 
those hundred million American Spaniards less 
valuable than the mere dogmatic statement of the 
“Conservative”? Member for Kinross and West 
Perth whose ignorance of Spanish realities is 
apparent from every page of her book ? 


The Nazve Belief of the Duchess in Party Pledges azd 
Programmes 


In her Searchiight on Spain our ducal historian 
reveals an unshakable belief in the pledges and 
promises and programmes of the Spanish Reds. 
She does not realise that most of those paper 
programmes or pledges never had the slightest 
chance of being carried out for the two obvious 
reasons to which I already referred—either because 
no money was available for the purpose or be- 
cause no republican politician lasted long enough 
to translate his promises into realities.! 





'T repeat that between 1931 and 1936 there were 28 Cabinets in 
$7 months. 


$4 DAYLIGHT ON SPAIN 


No less significant is the candid belief of the 
Conservative Member for Perth in_ political 
phrases and formulas which would have staggered 
even Thomas Carlyle. I must refer once more 
to her academic distinction between party labels. 
She always waxes indignant with her critics when 
they fail to discriminate between the Anarchists 
and the Communists The Duchess forgets that 
even though there may be a tundamental differ- 
ence in theory between two extremist doctrines, 
their practical policy is exactly the same. The 
traveller who is attacked by wild beasts in the 
jungle may be forgiven if he forgets the specific 
zoologic characteristics of the lion and the tiger, 
or if he is unaware of the difference between a 
leopard and a boa-constrictor To sucha traveller 
all the beasts of the jungle are only man-eating or 
man-destroying animals. 


The Myth of Ideological Conflict 


In present-day political controversy the greatest 
obstacle to any profitable discussion between 
political opponents ts the tact that they do not 
speak the same language We know how 
dithcult it is to carry on any exchange of goods 
when the currency ts constantly fluctuating. But 
it is not merely difficult, it 1s simply impossible, to 
carry on an interchange of ideas when the value of 
the words used varies not only from day to day 
. but varies with every individual who uses them. 


7 
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Alas, in the muddled political thinking today 
there is not one of the important words which 
is the stock-in-trade of all our political contro- 
versies which has not a multiplicity of con- 
tradictory meanings. Those conflicts of ideo- 
logies of which we hear so much are purely 
mythical, because the conflicts are not ideological 
but verbal. There is no such thing as a funda- 
mental antinomy between democracy and dictator- 
ship. There are as many different forms of 
democracy as there are different forms of dictator- 
ship and different parliamentary systems. A 
British Parliament with its three or four Parties 
and its hereditary House of Lords has no analogy 
with the nw extinct Czechoslovak Parliament with 
its forty-nine parties or with the Supreme Leygisla- 
tive Assembly of Soviet Russia, which has only 
one party. The British very mixed and diluted 
brand of democracy which ams at liberty bears 
no resemblance to the French pure and undiluted 
brand of democracy which aims at equality. It is 
like the difference between mild wine and neat 
whisky. As equality is a thing which is against 
the laws of nature it can only be realised by force, 
and sooner or later it must necessarily result in 
some form of tyranny.! 





' The fundamental opposition between pure democracy and liberty 
has been admitted and demonstrated by every European political 
thinker from Rousseau down to Sir James Fitzjames Stephen, Lecky 
and de Laveleye. 


ri 
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The Grotesque Fiction of the “Lawful”? Government of 


Valencia. 


There is a comic touch in the naivety with which 
the Duchess still persists in describing the present 
clique of self-appointed rulers of Madrid, Valencia 
or Barcelona as the “lawful Government”’ of the 
Spanish people, without even thinking it necessary 
to give us any valid reasons for her own opinion. 
She is not aware of the fundamental fact that since 
the overthrow of the monarchy in the spring of 
1931 there has been no such thing in Spain as any 
“lawful”? Government or any free election. She is 
not awarc that the second Spanish Repu blic was 
established through fraud and violence on the 
verdict of faked municipal elections in a few large 
industrial centres, that it had against it the votes 
of eighty per cent of the people, and that this 
coup détat may rank as the most scandalous 
usurpation of power in modern Luropean 


histor ! 


Lhe “Fons et Origo Matorum 
The Coup @’}:tat of 1931 
1ot What exactly happened in 1931r It is a 


very simple, if not a very editving, episode, and it 


See mantnmaaainalaed 





om ee ~ ee ae —  eastanematiitee: naempeteerede ee eid 


1Even the admirable Spans Tragady ot Protessur Peers does not 
bring out this fundamental tact ft ts convinctagly demonstrated 
in Comre de St. Aulure’s La X-narssane de l'Espige, the most 
recent and the best political study and philosophical survey of the 
present Civil W'ar. 
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uncannily reminds one of that other “stroke” 
or coup d’éfat of Lenin in October 1917. Two 
days after the publication of the first results of 
the municipal elections in a few of the bigger 
Spanish labour centres, a small camurilla of 
professional politicians, lawyers, professors, jour- 
nalists, many of them sincere fanatics, most of 
them unscrupulous profiteers, took advantage of 
the bewilderment and anarchy rampant during 
the interregnum of General Berenguer after the 
sudden collapse of the dictatorship of Primo 
de Rivera, tricked King Alfonso into leaving 
the country, proclaimed the New Republic, 
constituted a provisional Government and ap- 
pointed and anointed themselves as the rulers of 
the Spanish people. It was a strange comment 
on the vox populi, vox Dei. The voice of 
Zamora, Azania and Largo Caballero was the 
voice of the people and the voice of the people 
was the voice of God. Be it noted that this small 
cumarilla engineered their coup d’état without c.en 
waiting for the electoral results in the country 
districts, which, in fact, gave an eigh y per cent 
majority to the monarchy.!_ Nor did the Spanish 
Kerensky and their followers wait for the im- 
sending parliamentary election or for the meeting 
of the new Parliament. They bravely usurped the 
functions of a supreme executive. 


1See Comte de St. Aulaire’s Renaissance de |’ Espagne and Arnold 
Lunn’s Spanish Rebearsal. 
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And they were able to do so with impunity. 
They need not bother about the eighty per cent 
peasant votes, any more than did the Russian 
Rad cals and Bolsheviks in 1917, for the simple 
reason that modern revolutions are never made 
by the peasantry, but by the proletariat of the 
industrial towns. 

The Azafias, Zamoras and Caballeros knew that 
they could rely on the support of the mob of 
the cities and of the demagogues of the labour 
syndicates. They did not sce that they them- 
selves were but the tools of a secret and alien 
conspiracy and they did not foresee that they also 
would be ignominiously discarded when they 
had done their turn and served their purpose. 

If we judge the tragi-comedy of 1931 from 
our British democratic point of view the pro- 
clamation of the Republic was a farce and a sham. 
To an Englishman a democratic Government is 
supposed to be one which derives its authority 
from the will of the people. But every one of 
the twenty-eight Republican Spanish Cabinets 
which followed in rapid succession between 1931 
and 1936 did not in any way represent the masses 
of the Spanish people. Each and all of them had a 
tainted origin and had seized power in violation 
of the Constitution. 

Nor did any one of those ephemera! Cabinets 
discharge the essential functions which one expects 
civilised and even half-civilised Governments to 
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discharge, namely to administer justice, to pre- 
serve peace and to protect the rights and the 
property of the citizens. Within a few weeks 
after the revolution of 1931 the mob of the 
streets were in complete control. Arson, whole- 
sale murder, confiscation of property, stay-in 
strikes, martial law, were the order of the day all 
over Spain. 

What thus actually happened was an odious and 
hideous comedy: a dictatorship of the Intel- 
ligentsia had taken the place of the monarchy, 
to be almost immediately replaced by a dictator- 
ship of the proletariat, which itself was succeeded 
by the dictatorship of a few demagogues over 
the proletariat, who themselves received their 
orders from Moscow. 


Where is the Seat of Government in Spain ? 


Keeping in mind that essential fact of the 
tainted origin of the Second Spanish Republic, 
from its fraudulent beginning down to its ignomi- 
nious end, it may be permissible to ask the Duchess 
of Atholl, who declares herself a frm and uncom- 
promising believer in strict legality where the 
Franco “‘rebels” are concerned, whether she is 
prepared to answer the following very simple 
question: Where shall we locate, in her opinion, 
either politically or geographically, the seat of 
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authority of the present “lawful Government’’ 
or Governments of Spain ? 

If she says that authority is vested in the 
Cortes or Parliament, surely no Cortes existed 
in the spring of 1931, when the new régime was 
established, no more than the Cortes exists today 
in the autumn of 1938. Most of the members who 
were elected in February 1936 have been killed or 
are in hiding or are living as disillusioned refugees 
in foreign countries. 

On the other hand, if the Duchess says that the 
executive authority is vested in certain cliques 
of politicians, we have a further right to ask: 
Who invested those demagogues with the dic- 
tatorial powers which they still arrogate to them- 
selves ? 

The plain answer is that those demagogues 
conspired to co-opt themselves. Therefore they 
only represent themselves and their followers. 
They are only phantoms, puppets and impostors. 
Most of them have only adorned or disgraced the 
political stage for a few wecks or a few months. 
As happens in all proletarian upheavals, the 
Spanish Revolution, like Saturn, has been busy 
for two years devouring her own children. 

We are therefore driven to the conclusion 
that whether we consider the beginning of the 
radical “Republic” of 1931 or the beginning of 
the Soviet Republic and of the first Civil War in 
the Asturias in 1934, or the beginning of the 
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second Civil War in 1936, all the so-called 
“lawful” Governments of Spain are fictions, 
revolutionary myths, created by the sophistry 
and lust for power and profit of the Left Front 
Intelligentsia. 

The “lawful” Red Government of Spain is 
everywhere and nowhere. Each province, cach 
district, one might almost say each town and 
village, have their own Governments. One might 
compare the “lawful” Governments of Spain to 
those lowest species in the hierarchy of the 
animal world, say the jelly-fish. You may cut a 
jelly-fish into pieces and each piece will produce 
a new living jelly-fish. 

Before the reconquest of the Basque provinces 
we find one autonomist Catholic Basque Govern- 
ment controlling the rural areas and we find two 
other Communist Basque and Asturian Govern- 
ments in Oviedo and Bilbao. 

In Catalonia we find two Anarchist and 
Communist Governments in contro] of Barcelona, 
whose supporters have been more busy cutting 
one another’s throats than protecting the lives 
of the citizens. Before the siege of Madrid 
there were three Governments in the capital. 
There was one “lawful” Government of the 
Soviet Committees of workers, another consider- 
ably “less lawful’ Government of pistoleros 
and dinamiteros of released convicts and cut- 
throats, and another nominal, ornamenta land 
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impotent Government of lawyers and intellectuals 
Within a few weeks that “nominal and ornamental! 
Government” migrated to Valencia, which it very 
shortly afterwards deserted for Barcelona, where 
it is still tolerated by the self-elected Soviet 
Committees of Madrid, Valencia and Barcelona, 
from where it sends its ambassadors and pleni- 
potentiaries who are supposed to represent the 
Spanish nation before the outside world 


The Duchess of Atholl as a Melodramatist 


In the preccding pages we saw how in her 
Searchlight on Spam the Duchess has been the 
pathetic victim of her irresistible obsessions, of 
her wilful obstinacy and of her “invincible” 
ignorance, inasmuch as the exacting demands of 
her multifarious social and political duties did 
not leave her the requisite leisure to acquire even 
a nodding acquaintance with the elementary facts 
of a vast and complicated subject. 

We have also seen how she is the victim of a 
highly emotional temperament, how she is 
lacking in all those qualities of balance, stability 
and critical judgment which are the professional 
gifts of the trained historian. 

It remains for us to reveal the Duchess as the 
unconscious victim and the prisoner of the new 
and strange part which she has chosen to play 
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or which has been thrust upon her as a leader of 
the revolutionary masses. We must admit that 
it is a most exciting and romantic part. Anyone 
who has aimed at achieving wide popularity 
either as an actor or as a novelist, as a writer or 
as a journalist, as a public entertainer or as a 
public speaker, knows the intoxicating effect, the 
uncontrollable temptation of popular applause. 
The Duchess, alas ! has yielded to the temptation 
like so many other demagogues of her type in the 
French, Russian and Hungarian Revolutions, 
and she has had to pay the price which all such 
agitators at some time are called upon to pay. 

And that price is a very heavy one. It is all 
the heavier because she belongs to another class 
and because being a recent convert she is com- 
pelled to overdo her part in order to ingratiate 
herself with her “co-religionists”. For, alas, 
the demagogue, especially if he or she is an 
aristocratic demagogue, is never a free agent. 
He 1s the slave of the mob. He has to share 
their emotions, appeal to their passions, their 
loves and their hatreds, he must see with their 
eyes, he must accept their points of view. The 
Member for Kinross and West Perth does not 
escape the lot of the common herd. Having 
become a democratic leader, she has had to follow, 
and she herself certainly cannot know where this 
strange Red light will ultimately lead her and 
land her. 
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In no field of political activity is the person- 
ality of the demagogue so completely merged 
in the personality of the mob as it is in the case 
of the “democratic” propagandist. In no other 
field does the mind undergo such a complete 
transformation and deformation as in the writ- 
ing of history in usum plebis. The processes of 
change are not like the changes which historical 
truth reccives at the hands of the epic or dramatic 
poet, or of the novelist. The popular-ballad 
writer, a Schiller, a Walter Scott, a Lockhart 
or a Dumas still give us, in their novels, the 
essential characters of history. The Cid of 
the Spanish ballads still remains the Sid the 
feudal chieftain, the champion of the Christians 
and the ally of the Moors.1 The Mary Stuart 
of Schiller, who in the most beautiful] scene of the 
play has a mecting with Queen Elizabeth which 
never took place in actual history, the Richelieu 
of Dumas, the Napoleon of Tolstoy, or the 
Louis XI of Walter Scott, are still real and living 
characters, and in their case the ‘fiction is often 





‘The very name of the national Spanish hero is Moorish. Cod or 
Sid in the Arabic language means ‘‘the Lord”. During part of his 
carcer the Crd was the ally of the Moorish kings of Saragossa and, 
like General Franco, had Moorish auxiliaries in his army. This fact 
and the historical character of the Crd was certainly unknown to 
those typical representatives of the academic Intelligentsia who wrote 
ficry protests to the Press against General Franco enlisting Moorish 
auxiliaries from Spanish Morocco in his army Why did those 
time-serving Edinburgh and Oxford professors not protest because 
we used our Indian troops and our French allies used their Moroccan 
troops against our German enemies ? 
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more true to history than the truth of the dry-as- 
dust historian. 

On the contrary, the history written for revolu- 
tionary propaganda has nothing in common with 
reality. The narrative of the demagogic his- 
torian undergoes a process of exaggeration, of 
amplifications and distortion comparable to the 
distortion of the narrative in a fairy-tale or in the 
scenarios of Hollywood. The teller of fairy- 
stories has to capture the imagination of children, 
he has to create giants and Blucbeards, mermaids 
and dwarfs, princes and Sleeping Beauties, to 
whom nothing is impossible and to whom any- 
thing may happen. Similarly the Hollywood 
scenario-writer has to capture the imagination 
of hundreds of millions of spectators whose 
average mentality is on the same level as that 
of children, to whom everything has to be 
presented in glaring contrasts or magnified to 
colossal dimensions or reduced to an elemental 
simplicity. And just as the world of Perrault 
and Grimm is inhabited by ogres and witches, 
the world of Hollywood is inhabited by gamblers 
and gangsters, cowboys and pirates, romantic 
lovers and daring adventurers, treasure-hunters 
and fortune-hunters. 

The deformed and transformed characters 
described in Searchlight on Spain are not essen- 
tially different from the world of the cinema 
film or of the fairy-tale. Just as in the romances 


a 
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and crime stories of Hollywood, just as in the 
children’s tales, the Spain of the Duchess is not 
inhabited by real Spaniards, but by consummate 
villains and black traitors, by innocent victims 
and superhuman heroes. In the mind of the 
Duchess of Atholl the infinitely complicated 
and varied drama of Spanish history becomes a 
fantastic melodrama. 

The Spanish villains of the “Duchesse Rouge” 
are the parasitic and absentee landlords, the 
superstitious and greedy priests and the blood- 
thirsty generals in alliance with the German ogre 
Hitler and the Italian ogre Mussolini, who are 
both operating in collusion with the British 
traitor Neville Chamberlain. 

The innocent victims are the down-tredacn 
and helpless peasants and workmen of Spain. 

The heroes are the patriotic soldiers and workers 
of the Red Anny, fighting to liberate their 
country from domestic and alien oppression. 

It would be futile to argue with the ducal 
melodramatist that this distortion of Spanish 
eveats and Spanish characters has no relation.to 
actual fact, because in a melodrama no such rela-* 
ever does exist. But one may at least be permitte 
to ask the Duchess a few pertinent questions 
such as her own constituents may be tempted 
and probably will be compelled to ask her by the 
pressure of public opinion, when she will be 
called upon to give an account of her political 
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activities as the “Conservative” Member for 
Kinross and West Perth. 

Assuming that the Spanish landlords are 
really the parasites and blood-suckers which the 
Duchess assumes them to be, is she aware that 
tor a hundred years the Spanish party system 
has made impossible any attempt to solve the 
agrarian problem Pe And does she really believe 
that the methods of terrorism, the spoliation of 
the landowners, are the appropriate remedy, 
rather than those constructive reforms which 
General Franco has initiated in the midst of civil 
war? If she believes in wholesale confiscation, 
why does she not suggest the same remedy for 
the solution of the agrarian problem in Scotland 
and England? And can she fairly accuse me or 
resorting to an irrelevant argumentum ad hominem 
when | remind Her Grace that the estates of the 
Duke of Atholl are larger than those of the 
biggest landowner of Spain, and that all the 
estates of all the Spanish landowners who own 
more than one thousand hectares are not equal 
to the estates of one Scottish landowner, the 
Duke of Sutherland»? My figures are quoted 





' The tollowing ts a tis! ot the landowners ot Spain who possess 
more than one thousand hectares ; 


ec tares Electares 
Duke ot Medinacell 79,147 Marchtoness ot Argusso 3,108 
Duke of Penaranda g1,016 Marquess of Hoyes 3,051 
Duke of Villahermusa 47.204 Count of Bornos 2,953 
Duke of Alba 34,455 Duchess of San Carlos 2,946 


Marquess of Romana =. 29,097. Duke of Almenara Alta 2,924 
Marquess of Comillas 23,720 Marchioness of Canillejas 2,822 
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from a Red pamphlet referred to by the Duchess. 

The Duchess assumes that the Catholic 
Church was sunk in ignorance, greed, and sloth. 
Why then did the masses of the Spanish people 
rise in defence of that Churche She assumes 
that the Catholic religion in Spain has degenerated 
into a base superstition. But which other 
religion would she put in its place? For appar- 
ently the only conccivable substitute would be 
the Atheism of the Russian Reds, as any attempts 
in past centurics to change the religion of the 
Spanish people and to replace, for instance, the 





Ae eres an eccrine SR Le een STEERS cae mr cinema mt Rene AT Se meereasreneoneemeent nererniac earaeee nore gaa emmrarnoa eee eee eee Pe mean 


Efectares Hectares 
Duke of kernan Nunez 17,733) Duchess of Terranova 2,806 
Duke of Anon 17,667 Count of la Vinaza 2,781 
Duke of El Infantado = 17,171 Marquess of Guadalcazar 2,770 
Count of Romanones 15,132 Wuke of Bezar 2,731 
Count of Torres Arias 13,645 Marquess of las Torres de la 
Count of Seatago 12,629 Presa 2,557 
Marquess of Mirabe! 12,570 Marquess of Casteler 2,404 
Duke of Lerina 11,879 Marchioness of Castellbell 2,275 
Marquess of Rascal 9,310 (Count of Villagonzalo 2,150 
Duke of Albuquerque 9,077. Duchess of la Conquista = 2,052 
Count of Elda 8,324 Luke of Castro Enriquez 2,014 
Duke of | amames 7,921 Marquess of Bosch de Ares 1,781 
Marquess of Narros 6,737. Duke of Santo Mauro 1,690 
Marquess of Viana 7,167 Luke of Medina de la 
Count of Torenu 7,080 Torres 1,685 
Count of Mora 6,504 Duke of Aveyro 1,644 
Duke of Sotomayor 3,835 Marquess of Nervion 1,534 
Duchess of Plascencia $243 Duke of Hijar 1,$10 
Count of 11 Real $142. Duke of T’Serclaes 1,298 
Duke of Alcudia & Succa 5,080 Duke of San Pedro Calatin§ 1,261 
Marquess of Arienzo 5,066 Duke of Valencia 1,249 
Count of Camarasa 4,788 Duchess of Abrantes 1,183 


Marquess of Santa Crury 4,642 Marchioness of Los Scidos 1,152 
Count of Los Andes 3,594 Duchess of Medina de 


Duke of San Fernando — 3,582 Rioseco 1,092 
Count of Floridablanca 3,531 += Count of Guandelain 1,054 
Puchess of Montclean de Marquess of Quintanar 1,091 


Castilblanco 2,292 Marquess of Albuydere 1,051 
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Catholic Church by a Protestant Church has been 
a pitiful failure. 

The Duchess disapproves of the mass murder 
of 15,000 priests and nuns, but she does not hesi- 
tate to plead extenuating circumstances for the 
murderers and to insinuate that the victims 
in large measure deserved their fate. Is it 
not a shocking fact that she should thus 
persist in condoning the horrible crimes for 
which the Red Government of Spain, which she 
supports, is directly or indirectly responsible ? 
And is it not an even more shocking fact that in 
addition to cxonerating the criminals she should 
defame and slander the victims? And is it not 
an outrage that, confronted with the martyrdom 
of the Spanish Church, she should resort to the 
lowest methods of the French revolutionary antt- 
clericals and descend to the meanest mis- 
representations of the anti-Papist fanatics.} 





' Thus we read on p 27 of Search/ght on Sparn the following amusiny 
sentence : 

“On the other hand it bad accumulated vast resources dessved from 
every variety of interest —such as mining, property, banking, money 
lending, industry, mining transport, chain-stores, films, theatres, and 
even cabarets. The value of its holdings was estimated at from £200 
millions to one-third of the fota/ national wealth.” 

The words “banking” and “‘moncy-lending” which sugacst that the 
Spanish Church was a usurer and bloodsucker of the poor, can only 
refer to the agricultural credit banks, which did what no i a 
Government had ever been able to do—namely, to supply the 
impoverished peasantry with the necessary capital at a cheap rate of 
interest. This was one of the greatest and one of the most urgent 
social services which could be rendered to the most numerous section 
of the Spanish people. Instead of blessing the Catholic benefactors, 
the Duchess attacks them The Church 1s dubbed a Shylock simpls 
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And assuming that the Nationalist generals are 
sclf-secking and cruel oppressors, how is it that 
the majority of the Spanish people have rallied to 
their cause? How is it that even the majority 
of the younger generat on who formerly belonged 
to the Republican Intelligentsia are fighting in 
the ranks of their armies ? 

And if the champions on the Red side are really 
the heroic champions of the masses of the Spanish 
workers, how is it that most of these leaders have 
been rejected, one after another, by their fol- 
lowers, whilst not one of his prominent sup- 
porters has deserted the cause of General Franco ? 
}iow is it that most of the Red leaders, like the 
sinister demagogue who bears the ominous and 


 scemneeeelll orommerncadnemeemenenetan iar ann anetesmnemeeennenaaene eeemnaeerantetogntnmessee cnn and 


because she attemprs to liberate the peasants from Shylock. Can we 
conceive 4 more Odious travesty of the facts ? 

What the Spanish Church did in the matter of agricultural credit 
she did in the matter of popular education, 

Professor Peers, who ts a Protcstant, declares that “backward as 
Spain has been in the respect of education, it is hardly possible to 
imagine in what condition she would be were it not for the labours 
of the clergy and in particular of the rehyious orders”. Professor 
Peers adds: “If the religious orders are distrusted it is not by the 
poor, the sick or the hungry.” 

**The Spantsh Church ts credited by its enemics with being over- 
powerful and over-rich But its true power and its trae riches are of 
the kind that no man can take from it: che millions who worship 
with an intensity and regularity hard to parallel, and the thousands 
who live saintly lives of devotion.” 

The Duchess of Atholl describes the Spanish Church as the richest 
in Christendom. She was, in fact, the poorest, and the parish priests 
received the lowest stipend of any Church on the Continent, thousands 
of them having some £25 a ycar. 

It is truc that the Spanish Church administered large sums left to 
1t for charity... But, as Mr. Arnold Lunn remarks, ‘‘a trustee is not 
rich because he admunisters the estate of a millionaire. The Spanish 
pute were the underpaid and overworked trustees of national 
charities.’ 
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grotesquely symbolic name of “Largo Caballero”, 
“the perfit Knight”, have only appeared as 
ephemeral puppets occupying the political stage 
for a few weeks or months as the impotent tools 
of their Russian paymasters ? 


Will Not the Duchess Recant Her Heresies ? 


We have shown at the beginning of this critical 
survey of Searchlight on Spain that the Duchess of 
Atholl has again and again changed her views on 
fundamental questions of foreign policy. Am |] 
unduly optimistic in expressing the hope that this 
process of metamorphosis has not reached its final 
stage, that she may continue these transmutations, 
that she may once more revise her verdict, but 
this time in the right direction 2? Is it too much 
to hope that she may break her unholy alliance 
with her Communist friends and that she may 
write a second book on Spain which will con- 
tradict the first and thus undo, even at the 
eleventh hour, some of the incalculable mischiet 
which she has done in the past ° 

In recognizing her errors she would only 
tollow the good example of those countless 
European and American writers who in recent 
years have recanted their former glorification of 
Soviet Russia—citizens of the United States like 
\ndrew Smith and Eugene Lyons, Frenchmen like 
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André Gide and Légay, Englishmen like Sir Walter 
Citrine. She would also follow in the footsteps 
of the even more numerous Spanish radical leaders 
—Marafion, Zamora, Lerroux, Unamuno, Ortega, 
and Ayala. Her solemn and explicit repudia- 
tion would not only be an act of Christian 
humility and repentance, but an act of honesty 
and courage, and, may I add, an act of prudence 
and worldly wisdom. She would redeem her 
damaged reputation, extricate herself from an 
impossible position, and incidentally she would 
save her seat as the Conservative Member for 
Kinross and West Perth, as it is inconceivable 
that her Scottish constituents will indefinitely put 
up with a representative who has_ recently 
associated herself so closely with some of the 
most dangerous and most disreputable dema- 
gogues of Europe. 


ly Nota Voyage of Discorery in Nationalist Spain? 


1 would suggest that a prolonged voyage of 
exploration in Nationalist Spain, which so far the 
Duchess has not condescended to visit, would 
cflectively assist this difficult ordeal of conversion, 
tlumination, and recantation. The marvellous 
contrast between conditions as they obtain in 
Red Spain and the conditions which obtain in 
Nationalist Spain would be bound to open her 
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eyes to the conspiracy of lies which so far has 
blinded her to the truth. 


Will Franco Win the War ? 


On my return from Spain in the spring of last 
year I was asked by a British general who had 
visited the country on the same mission of 
investigation as myself whether, in my opinion, 
General Franco would be sure to win the war. ‘lhe 
question would seem at first sight an easy onc to 
answer. As a matter of fact I could only have 
answered this simple question by asking my 
distinguished friend another much more com- 
plicated one which so far few writers have taken 
the trouble to ask, let alone to answer—the 
question, namely, what exactly does it mean to 
win a civil war and what are the fundamental 
differences between achieving a victory over a 
foreign enemy and winning a victory over 
domestic enemies ?? 


The Fundamental Differences Between Winning an 
International War and a Civil War 


In an ordinary conflict between one nation and 
another, to win a war means the attainment of 
two or even three of the following objectives : 





! The only writer who has touched on this very important aspici 
of the Spanish problem is Major-General ]. F. C. Fuller 
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(1) It means to destroy the military forces of 
the enemy by one or more spectacular and 
decisive victories, as was done by Napoleon at 
Jena and by the Prussians at Sedan and Metz, or 
by the Spanish insurgents in the Peninsular War 
at the capitulation of Baylen. 

(2) It means to seize those strategic key 
positions whose capture would prevent the 
enemy from continuing the struggle or cut off 
his supplics of food and ammunition and his 
lines of retreat. 

(3) It means the expulsion of the enemy forces 
from the National territory. 

Now, it must be obvious, even on the most 
superficial consideration, that strictly speaking 
none of those three objectives can be achieved 
by General Franco or by any other commander 
even of Napoleonic genius in any conceivable 
civil war. 

(1) Franco cannot annihilate the military forces 
of his enemies, not only because his enemies hap- 
pen to be his own people, but because he does 
not even know who his enemies are. They are 
not all of them soldiers in uniform. Most of 
them are invisible political opponents. They are 
not found only in front of his lines. Many of 
them are behind his own lines and might be found 
even in his own ranks. 

General Franco is thus faced, like most 
generals in a civil war, with a triple paradox. 
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He cannot destroy his opponents, because there 
are too many of them. He cannot identify them 
because they are invisible. And, greatest of all 
these paradoxes, he cannot punish them. He 
cannot punish his enemies because, apart from the 
leaders and the common criminals, most of them 
may have been misguided and deceived. He 
cannot punish them because to do so could 
only serve no conceivable purpose, but would 
rather defeat any policy of pacification. ‘To 
order mass executions and reprisals, to kill 
hostages, as has been done from the beginning 
by the Reds, to follow a policy of ruthlessness, 
would leave behind seeds of bitterness and 
revenge which would mature into a red harvest 
for the future. The only safe and wise policy 
is a policy of reconciliation and pacification 
which means a policy of justice tempered with 
mercy and magnanimity. 

(2) Nor is it an easy matter for Gencral Franco 
to end the war by destroying the most important 
strategic key positions, because it so happens that 
in Spain, more so even than has been usual in 
modern civil wars, whilst the masses of the 
peasants and middle classes are supporting him 
all over the country, the overwhelming majority 
of his enemies have been concentrated from the 
beginning, and still are concentrated, in a very 
few populous towns. And those cities happen 
also to be industrial nerve centres as well as 
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historic cities. He could only get immediate 
possession of Madrid and Barcelona by 
killing hundreds of thousands of women and 
children and by destroying ancient monuments. 
If General Franco were to bring about, at what- 
ever cost, a rapid termination of the war, many 
of the most beautiful cities of Spain would have 
to be sacrificed. The French Reds in the 
Commune of Paris of 1871 did not hesitate to 
destroy what the Prussian armies had spared and 
toset fire to the Tuileries, the Hétel de Ville and the 
Bibliothéque Nationale. And it is quite possible 
that before the last scene of the Spanish tragedy 
is enacted, the dinamiteros of Spain may follow 
the ruthless methods of their French predeces- 
sors. But it is easily understandable that the 
Spanish Generalissimo will do his utmost to save 
the priceless art treasures of a glorious past. 

This is the main reason why, in a military sense, 
the Spanish Civil War must be considered as 
essentially different from the World War. It 
could be neither a war of movement nor a trench 
war—at least, in its later stages. It had to be 
primarily a war of successive sieges, and every one 
of those sieges meant cruel, costly, and pro- 
tracted operations. Instead of destroying the 
chief centres of resistance, the only humane, as 
well as the only decisive, method ts to stop the 
smuggling of supplies carried on under the 
protection of the British flag and to cut the 
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lines of communication, which can only be done 
by an effective blockade and by the command of 
territorial waters. 


[Dy the Civil War unas Bound to be a Long One 


The Press of the Popular Front all over the 
world has tried to explain and to exploit the 
apparent long duration of the Spanish War as a 
conclusive argument that the masses of the 
Spanish people are against Franco. They argue 
that if the majority of the people were favourable 
to his cause the war would have been over long ago. 
That argument ignores not only the immensely 
difficult physical geography of Spain, the 
labyrinth of mountain chains, where every 
summit has to be stormed, where every pass has 
to be forced, but it also ignores the essential fact 
to which we have just referred, that General 
Franco cannot afford, as a humane soldier and 
as a patriotic Spaniard, to level to the ground 
the historic cities of Spain. 

When we consider those fundamental difh- 
culties, so far from wondering that the Civil 
War has been protracted over two years, we 
ought rather to marvel that in those two years 
the Generalissimo should have been able to 
recapture threequarters of the whole national 
territory. In the Peninsular War, which began 
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in 1809 and ended in 1814, it took all the armies 
of Wellington, all the financial resources of Great 
Britain, and her undisputed command of the sea, 
to finish the conflict in five interminable years of 
ferocious and uninterrupted fighting.’ And even 
though Wellington held all the trump cards the 
war would not have ended even in 1815 but for 
the disasters of the Russian campaign, but for the 
defeat of Leipzig, but for the invasion of France 
and the final catastrophe of Waterloo. 


The Main Problem of Franco—to Win over His 
Fenemies to His Side 


(3) Nor ought we to forget that General Franco 
cannot expel his enemies from the national terri- 





' We heard a great deal about the crue! reprisals of the Nationalist 
armies by the troops of General Castajon after the capture of Badajoz. 
It is true chat horrible atrocities happened at Badajoz, but they ha 
pened a hundred and thirty years ago and they happened after the 
wo of Badajoz by the armies of Wellington in the Peninsular 

ar. 

Those Briush readers who are flinging stones a the Nationalist 
commander might do well to meditate the following vivid passage 
from Napier’s classical history : 

“Now commenced that wild and desperate wickedness which 
tarnished the lustre of the soldiers’ herotsm, for hundreds risked 
and many lost their lives in trying to stop the violence. But the mad- 
ness generally prevailed And as the worst men are the leaders here, 
all the Apeaifl easions of human nature were displayed. Shameless 
rapacity, brutal intemperance, savage lust, cruelty and murder, 
shrieks and pitcous lamentations, groans shouts, imprecations, the 
hissing of fires bursting from the houses, the crashing of doors and 
windows, and the reports of muskets ased in violence, resounded for 
two days and nights in the streets of Badajoz. On the third, when the 
city was sacked, when the soldiers were exhausted by their own 
excesses, the tumult rather subsided than was quelled. wounded 
men were then looked to and the dead disposed of.”—(Quoted 
by Amold Lunn: Spanish Rebearsal, p 89.) 
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tory or imprison or deport them. His enemies are 
not foreigners, but Spaniards, and he cannot drive 
millions of Spaniards out of their own country. 
The only practical policy is to conciliate them, to 
win them over to his cause, to show them the 
error of their ways, to prove to them that they 
have been deceived by unscrupulous demagogues, 
that even where they have just grievances, those 
grievances cannot be remedied by violence. Nor 
can they be remedied by fighting an eternal 
class war. They can only be remedied by a close 
co-operation of all classes. They can only be 
remedied by a gradual constructive policy and by 
a bold but necessarily slow process of legislative 
reforms. 


I‘ranco’s Task as a Constructive Statesman More 
Important than His Task as a General 


For the reasons which I have just stated it 
must be apparent that the problems which face 
a commander in a civil war are essentially 
different from, and much more difficult than, 
the problems which face a commander in an 
international war. General Franco has to dis- 
charge a double task, a military task and a political 
task. And of the two, the political task is by far 
the more important. It is necessaty, no doubt, 
that he should prove himself a great soldier, but 
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it is even more essential that he should be a wise 
and far-seeing statesman. 

What adds to General Franco’s difficulty of 
obtaining a final decision is that his two tasks, 
the military and the political, must be carried on 
simultancously because he cannot attain the one 
without also attaining the other. Franco the 
statesman cannot afford to wait until after 
Franco the general has achieved all his objectives. 
If, after conquering a territory, he did not at once 
tackle the political difficulties, remove the causes 
which led to the war, remedy the grievances of 
the people, relieve their distress, the flames of 
rebellion might again flare up. And the sullen 
discontent of the civilian population would im- 
mediately react upon the morale of the Army. On 
the contrary, if the General succeeds in carrying 
the civil population with him, he will at once 
inspire the soldiers with new courage and deter- 
mination. No doubt Franco’s immensely com- 
plicated work of reparation and reconstruction 
which has to be carried on in the midst of a raging 
war may divert and retard the activities of his 
army, but this delay will make his final success all 
the more assured. It is a safe generalisation to 
say that in a civil war the more enlightened and 
the more magnanimous the commander proves 
himself to be as a constructive reformer, the 
more complete will also be his triumph as a 
general. 
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Franco’s Political Achievements Greater than His 
Milttary cAchterements 


Anyone who has followed General Franco’s 
activities, who has read his speeches, who has 
considered the programme of social reforms 
which he has initiated and the results which have 
already been achieved amidst the difficulties and 
vicissitudes of the war, must realise that from the 
beginning the Generalissimo has understood the 
two aspects of his activities and that he has been 
as amazingly efficient and successful in the one 
as inthe other. That is why a visit to Nationalist 
Spain and a close study of the social and political 
work of the government is even more illumi- 
Mating and convincing than a mere survey of 
the military achievements of the war. 

Some readers may be more impressed by the 
qualities of Franco’s generalship—cautious, scicn- 
tific, and, in the end, invariably successful. 
During these last terrible two years the Nationalist 
forces have had a few setbacks, but from the early 
months of the conflict the initiative and the 
offensive have been throughout with General 
Franco, and they are likely to remain so until the 
victorious end, unless the present supporters of 
the Duchess were to succeed in their desperate 
and imsane conspiracy to throw open the 
Pyrenaean frontiers to the invasion of further 
international brigades at the bidding of the 
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French Popular Front and of the Moscow 
Comintern. 

But most readers will be even more impressed 
by the evidence of his wise statesmanship as 
tevealed by the contrast which exists between 
the conditions which prevail in Bolshevik Spain 
and the conditions which obtain in Nationalist 
Spain. 


Peace and Harmony Reign in Nationalist Spain 


I travelled in the spring of last year, in a private 
capacity, over 2000 miles in “insurgent” Spain 
from Algeciras to Irun, and from Cadiz to 
Malaga. Already in those early months of the 
war everywhere life was normal. Food was 
plentiful. Lverywhere the public places and 
promcnades were busy beehives of peaceful and 
cheerful crowds. 1 might arrive at midnight at 
Irun in the North or at two in the morning at 
Seville in the South, and I might not meet as 
much as one policeman. I found public trans- 
ports working regularly and arriving punctually. 
In out-of-the-way towns, at village inns which are 
only frequented by tourists and hikers, even in 
Valladolid or San Sebastian, I was scarcely aware 
that a terrible war was raging a few miles away. 
In the course of five weeks I did not even ex- 
perience the excitement of a single air-raid, for 
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the aeroplanes ot the “lawful” Government even 
then no longer ventured into Nationalist territory. 

These personal experiences convinced me, even 
in those terrible months, when the issue of the 
Civil War was still trembling in the balance, that 
the atrocity stories against the Nationalist troops 
were baseless fabrications. 

If General Franco had pursued the policy of 
retaliation, revenge and repression which the 
international Press falsely imputed to him, if 
his gifts as a statesman had not been equal to his 
gifts as a general, it is obvious that instead of the 
civil peace which from the very beginning reigned 
in Nationalist Spain there would have been 
sporadic outbursts of scething discontent and 
open rebellion. Not only would he have had to 
maintain large armies in the field, but he would 
have had to raise additional large armies behind 
the lines to safeguard himself against the ever- 
recurrent danger of insurrection. If our news- 
paper correspondents, who have so consistently 
fed their readers on false military news, had at 
least taken the trouble truthfully to observe and 
to describe to their readers the persistent peace 
and growing prosperity which prevail in every 
part of the reconquered National territory they 
would have made it so much easier for British 
opinion to draw its own conclusions and to react 
against a world-wide conspiracy which has so long 
hidden the truth from a misguided public. 


CHAPTER TI 


How and Why the Spanish Republic Came 
to be Controlled by Moscow 


The Strategy and Tactics of Communism 


THE present trayedy in Spain presents us with 
two problems and paradoxes which still seem to 
bafHe the majority of British observers. First : 
How did what was originally a purely political and 
constitutional struggle develop into the most 
crucl civil war of modern times ? Second: Why 
did that Spanish conflict, which seemed to be 
concerned only with Spanish tssues, expand into 
a European conflict? How did it happen that 
every European Power came to fight its own 
battles on Spanish soil ? 

To both those problems there is only one 
explanation. Indeed, it is more than a mere 
explanation. It is not a deduction from the facts, 
it is a bald statement of the actual facts. This 
Spanish constitutional struggle, almost from the 
beginning, fell into the hands of violent extremists 
and was soon merged in that world-wide Russian 


Revolution which since the Great War has 
84 
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shaken the foundations of three continents. 
Thus, what was at first a Spanish national struggle 
became a mere episode in the international con- 
spiracy against our existing civilisation. 

This simple interpretation of the Spanish Civil 
War has been indignantly repudiated by the 
Intelligentsia of Great Britain, of which the 
Duchess of Atholl is such a typical representative. 
What could there be in common, we are asked, 
between the Russian Communists and the Anar- 
chists of Madrid and Barcelona? And how is tt 
conceivable that Spanish patriots who were, most 
of them, Liberals and Radicals should have con- 
sented to become the passive tools of an alien 
Government ? The indignant protests and denials 
of the Duchess of Atholl about the intervention 
of Moscow would have been more convincing 
if those Spanish patriots, those Liberals and 
Radicals, had not themselves frankly admitted 
that they did indecd allow themselves to become 
the unconscious instruments of a foreign con- 
spitacy. Those Spanish patriots, namely the 
Marafions, the Unamunos, the Ortegas, the Perez 
de Ayalas, who were the spiritual fathers and the 
founders of the Second Spanish Republic, ought 
to know miuch better than the Duchess whether 
their hopes and ideals were or were not betrayed, 
i their testimony ought to be conclusive and 

al. 


But, quite apart from this frank confession of 
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the disillusioned and penitent Spanish intellec- 
tuals, there is nothing strange in the fact that the 
Spanish constitutional rebellion should have 
been confiscated by the Bolshevik Revolution. 
This perversion and degradation can only appear 
paradoxical to those intellectual doctrinaires who 
are not familiar with the inner history of the 
countless social upheavals which have succeeded 
one another in rapid succession for the last twenty 
years. LEverywhere—in Europe, in South America 
and in Asia, in the Far East, in Prussia and in 
Bavaria, in Hungary and in Bulgaria, in India and 
in China—we observe the same international con- 
spiracy, the same drift to the extreme Left, the 
same final control by the Moscow Comintern of 
what was originally intended to be a national 
movement. 

We have used the expression “drift to the Left’’. 
That expression is a misleading one, for it suggests 
something spontancous, natural and inevitable. 
Alas, there ts nothing natural or spontaneous 
about any of the revolutionary movements which 
immediately followed the World War. Each one 
of them was part of a carefully-thought-out plan 
in which nothing was left to chance, where every 
forward move on the demagogic chess-board could 
be predicted, analysed and accounted for. 

lt is the purpose of the following pages to 
investigate this close relation between the Civil 
War and the World Revolution. It is an intensely 
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fascinating subject. But it is also a depressing 
one. One feels like Dante when he is about to 
descend the circles of the Inferno, and when he 
reads on the Gates of Hell the sinister inscription: 
Voi chentrate, lascia ogni speranza—“Ye who 
enter here, abandon all hope”. But, however 
depressing the study of the Bolshevik con- 
spiracy may be, it is the indispensable introduction 
to, and the most illuminating commentary on, the 
history of the Spanish Civil War. It is the only 
way to make us understand the hidden meaning 
of what would otherwise appear as a fan:.stic 
succession of unintclligible incidents, a nightmare 
of ruthless and sadistic cruelty. 


Ai Parallel Betneen the Strategy of Civil War and the 
Strategy of Ordinary Warfare 


In attempting to estimate the nature and the 
extent of the peril of Communism and its world- 
wide activities, all publicists, without a single 
exception, leave out of account one very startling 
paradox, namely that the strategy and tactics of 
civil war or class war have become so much more 
efficient than the strategy of ordinary so-calicd 
capitalist warfare, and that they have been raised 
by Socialist agitators almost to the precision and 
perfection of an exact science. Whereas the 
strategy and tactics of ordinary war have proved 
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unable to cope with the unwieldy machinery and 
with che enormous numbers of modern armies, 
whereas mechanised war has retrograded and 
degenerated into the immobility of trench warfare 
and would give very little scope to the genius of 
a Napoleon, on the contrary, the strategy of 
civil war has made the most alarming progress 
and gives almost unlimited scope ro the activities 
and ambitions of any able and daring demagogue. 
It ts not too much to say that a twentieth-century 
Machiavelli migh deduce trom the theory and 
practice of Bolshevism a philosophy of demagogic 
leadership which would be infinitely more clabor- 
ate, More consistent, more unscrupulous and more 
revolutionary than the political system which we 
associate with the great Florentine 


The Strategy of Cirtl War has Become an 


Iixcuct Science 


Those principles are not merely implicitly con- 
tained in the current Socialist theories. They «re 
something more than'a vague conception. I have 
deliberately described the stretegzy of class warfare 
as an exact science. The older science of “capital- 
ist wartare” has been taught trom Frederick the 
Great and Napoleon down to Moltke and Foch 
in. special military colleges, and they have been 
expounded in countless systematic treatises. 
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Today the newer science of civil war has its own 
exponents and its own colleges. Every university 
in Soviet Russia has become a practical school for 
agitators, a revolutionary Sandhurst and Wool- 
wich. Indeed, to teach and preach the class war 
has become the main function of all the Soviet 
educational institutions. Propaganda has become 
a fine art. The study of the psychology of the 
crowd has become as much a subject tor scientific 
investigation as the Freudian psychology. Dema- 
gogic agitation has become a trade. The modern 
demagogur is not an amateur, he has become a 
professional. And not only in Russia, but in 
every other country, it has become the chief object 
of the labour colleges to equip him for his pro- 
fession, to teach him not merely the Marxian 
doctrines, the materialistic interpretation of his- 
tory, the dictatorship of the proletariat, but to 
teach him also the best means of influencing the 
mob mentality—in one word, the most efhicient 
method of the successful engineering of 
revolution. 


The Main Directives of Communist Propaganda 


I have tried to sum up and to formulate in the 
following pages the main principles and directives 
of the new Socialist strategy and statecraft. 
This analysis will remind my readers of the 
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Fourteen Points of the late President Wilson. 
But, unlike the American Fourteen Points, 
which, after all, did aim at construction and at 
international peace, the principles of Revolu- 
tionary Communism only aim at destruction and 
at civil war. And whereas the Pacifist formulas 
of the American statesman were only the some- 
what loose and incoherent expression of personal 
opinion, on the contrary, the formulas of the 
new tyranny are being worked out with inexor- 
able logic and are being applied with relentless 
crucity,. 


] 
lhe Demagogue as the Protagonist of Revolution 


Every revolution is primarily a mass move- 
ment, and in that mass movement the Demagoguc 
is the protagonist, for the Demagogue is, by 
definition, the Man of the Crowd. In the crowd 
he lives and moves and has his being. He ts 
like the Touareg tribesman in the Sahara Desert, 
or like the Centaur of the fable, the mythical 
horseman who is incorporatec with the animal 
which he rides. The Demagogue can do nothing 
without the mob, just as the mob can do nothing 
without the Demagogue. His greatness is merely 
a reflected greatness, his influence and power is 
a borrowed power 
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The most successful Demagogue is the man who 
best understands the passions and prejudices 
of the collective mind and who can best play 
upon its varying moods. Such knowledge can 
only be acquired by long experience. That 1s 
why successful Demagogues must have lived all 
their lives amongst the people, or must have 
started very young as professional agitators, 
conspirators and organisers, although they very 
seldom belong to the working-class and are 
more generally recruited trom the intellectual 
proletariat. This is also why the Demagogue 
has no opinions or emotions which are not the 
opinions or the emotions of the crowd. What he 
thinks is of no earthly importance except in so 
far as, and as long as, his thoughts and feelings 
reflect the thoughts and aspirations of the 
masses. No Demagogue can really think for 
himself or assert his personality or be a leader 
in the strict sense of the word. He ts not Icading, 
he is being led. In normal times he is frequently, 
and in abnormal times he is invariably, driven 
on by the more violent section of his party. If 
he marches too far in advance of his party he 
will not be followed. If he stops he will be left 
behind. If he tries to resist, the crowd will march 
over his prostrate body. The hero and idol of 
yesterday becomes the traitor of today. 

If the above description of the Demagogue be 
true, and I believe that the characteristics of the 
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Demagogue are cternal—for instance, the traits 
of the Athenian Cleon are exactly the same as 
those of Lenin and Stalin, of Karl Ltebknecht 
and Rosa Luxemburg, of Léon Blum and Léon 
Jouhaux, of Largo Caballero and the Passionaria 
—then we are surcly wasting our time in concen- 
trating our attention on the personal psychology 
of the labour leader. The leader does not make 
the music—he is only an echo or a tinkling 
cymbal] and a megaphone. What matters is not 
the psychology of the leader, but the psychology 
and psychosis of the crowd. It is this alone which 
we have to consider. 

And that psychology of the crowd is even 
more simple and more invariable than the psycho- 
logy of the Demagogue. It obeys a few very 
simple laws. An eminent French philosopher, 
Dr. le Bon, has shown that even in a crowd of 
highly educated men the intellectual level is 
always considerably lower than the level of each 
of the individuals who compose the crowd. 
That applics even to scientitic or political mass 
gatherings. ‘This ts why no important invention 
has ever 1esulted from a congress. That is why 
our countless diplomatic conferences since the 
War and our League of Nations Assemblies have 
been so sterile. 

What is true of the educated crowd is bound 
to be even more true of the uneducated. The 
uneducated crowd is always characterised by the 
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predominance of emotion over reasoning. It is 
always uncritical and credulous. It is always 
prone to violent extremes. It is often subject 
to contrary moods. It can be both gencrous and 
crucl, brave and cowardly. It always believes in 
impos ibiltties and miracles. It has always a 
mystical regard for formulas and slogans as 
substitutes for thinking. It delights in catch- 
words which are hammered in by continuous 
repetition. 

In normal times and with a healthy political 
constitution, when the restraints of custom and 
religion and authority are still operative, when 
‘rade ts good, when employment is steady, the 
Demagogue may be comparatively harmless. ‘The 
centripetal forces which hold society together are 
stronger than the centrifugal. The thunderbolts 
and the blackmail of the Demagoguce, his magic 
rormulas and his catchwords fall on deaf ears. 
His opportunity comes in times of unrest, after 
1 great war, in times of economic dislocation, of 
widespread suffering, in times of bad trade, in 
times of unemployment, when millions of hungry 
and angry labourers are stalking the streets, when 
the restraints of custom and religion and authority 
are removed, Then, indeed, it may be said that 
doth the commonwealth and the workers them- 
selves are at the mercy of the professional 
agitators who are exploiting their sufferings and 
grievances. 
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The Demagogue is like the actor. The actor is 
merged in his audience and in the parts which he 
incarnates. There ts only this difference between 
the actor on the stage and the Demagogue at 
the street corner—that the actor can choose his 
own part and can therefore dissociate himself 
from it Bur if an actor were compelled to play 
one and the same part all his life there would 
arise the dange: that in the long run he might 
identify himself with it. It he were always and 
everywhere to play the part of the villain of the 
piece, he might, in the end, acquire the mentality 
of a villain. Now, the Demagogue ts the political 
actor who from the beginning till the end of his 
carecr ts compelled eternally to play only the 
one part, and who ends by so identifying himselt 
with it that he inevitably surrenders any person- 
ality which he may originally have possessed. 


1 


Lhe New Revolutionary is a Realist and ar 
Opportunts! 


in one importan: respect the new Revolu- 
tionary is different from his predecessor. He is 
no longer a sentimentalist or an idealist, but a 
stern realist and an opportunist. He adapts all 
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his means and methods to the one end of over- 
throwing the existing order of society. We are 
still apt to talk of the “wild men of Communism”. 
But such an expression is today a misnomer : the 
modern Revolutionary is wild and irresponsible 
only in outward appearance. In reality he is a 
frigid, calculating cynic. He combines the 
courage of the man-eating beast in the jungle with 
the wisdom of the serpent. He exploits nationalist 
passions in the interest of his international 
revolution. He in turn practises violence and 
persuasion, direct action and diplomacy. 


IT] 
The Modern Demagogue is All Things to Ali Men 


The militant Demagogue is both rigid and 
uncompromising with regard to the end which 
he pursues and clastic and flexible with regard 
to his methods. He is all things to all men. 
He selects his allies from all classes, from all 
sects and, not least, from the ranks of the intellec- 
tual aristocracy and of the capitalist plutocracy. 
He uses capitalists to fight capitalism. He enlists 
idealists and materialists, evangelical Christians 
and atheists, pacifists and militarists, free-traders 
and protectionists. He uses even die-hard Tories 
to destroy the established order of society. The 
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only class from which the leaders of the workers 
are very seldom taken is the working class. 


IV 


Ihe Rerolutionary Value of Slogans 

Lyemagoyues have always understood the 
propaganda values of slogans,’ of the constant 
repetition of the same catchwords, expressing 
the passions, the fears and the suspicions of the 
mob. Thus the [French Demagogues of 1792 
appealed to the “immortal principles’’, to the fear 
of imaginary plots by the Court, by the aristo- 
crats or the Church, by Prussia, Austria or Great 
Britain. Thus today the Spanish Demagogues 
appeal to identically the same battle-cries and 
passions. ‘They appeal to the slogan of a “‘law- 
fully elected Government”, knowing that there 
were no genuine free elections and that the 
Republican rule has been from the beginning 
the negation of all law and of all constituted 
authority. They appeal to the “will of the people’, 
knowing that they only represent the infinitesi- 
mally small minority. They appeal to the slogan 
of nationality, and succeed in enlisting the support 
of the Basque Catholics and the Catalan separatists, 
knowing that they themselves are in the grip ot 
an international and alien conspiracy. They 
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appeal to the slogan of non-intervention, know- 
ing that they themselves depend on the interven- 
tion of the Popular Front in France and of the 
Comintern of Moscow, and that but for such 
support they would long ago have been defeated. 
They denounce the aggressive designs of German 
and Italian imperialism, knowing that General 
Franco will never surrender one inch of Spanish 
national territory, knowing also that they them- 
selves are the tools of the Bolshevist imperialism. 
They proclaim the “indivisibility” of peace, know- 
ing that it this slogan means anything it should 
mean that international peace cannot be separated 
from domestic peace. But as the doctrine of a 
ruthless class war is an essential pact of their 
creed, the slogan of the indivisibility of peace 
means, in fact, the indivisibility of war. 


The Aim of the Demagogue is to Ensure the 
Triumph of the Extremists 


The new Demagogue has ceased to be what 
he had always been hitherto—merely an irrespon- 
sible free-lance fighting a vanguard battle. In- 
stead of exercising pressure on the Labour Party 
from without, he tries to transform it from 
within. His aim is steadily to undermine the 

D 
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influence of the Moderates. He does so all the 
more easily because the extreme Communist or 
Marxist is only a Socialist who has the courage 
to follow the logic of his convictions. He does 
so all the more confidently because he knows full 
well that when a revolutionary crisis arises, when 
the social temperature rises, the moderate and 
timid Labour men will be swept away, even as 
autumnal leaves are swept away in a gale. 


VI 
All Modern Revolutions Begin as Minority Movements 


It is a universally accepted axiom that demo- 
cracy means the government of the majority. 
But this axiom is an unreal fiction. A pure, 
undiluted democracy is always a minority govern- 
ment. Even in private life, in the sphere of 
industry, trade or finance, policy is decided by 
one or two people in a hundred who are prepared 
to take the initiative and to assume the necessary 
tisks. In public life an insignificant clique who 
know what they want and who are determined 
to get it, who are banded together and who have 
succeeded in getting hold of key positions or of 
the party machine, must always and inevitably 
overrule a disorganised, scattered and wavering 
majority which does not know its own mind, 
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which is bound by restraints and conscientious 
scruples and which is not prepared to run any 
risks. 

It follows that the new Demagogue will never 
put his trust in mere numbers. He knows that 
large numbers are more often a hindrance than a 
help. He knows that in civil war, as in ordinary 
warfare, cumbrous masses are fatal to mobility 
and unfavourable to a vigorous offensive. The 
German pre-war Socialist Party, with all their 
millions of adherents, never had any fighting 
spiritinthem. They never knew how to organise 
even a street fight. They only organised strect 
parades and processions. 

The Demagogue remembers that all revolu- 
tions were made by ludicrously insignificant 
numbers. In the summer of 1917 the Bolshevik 
leaders were so contemptible a little group that 
the Russian provisional Government did not even 
trouble to have them arrested. Like the Bolshevik 
Revolution, the Spanish Revolution of 1931 was 
the achievement of half a dozen intellectuals. 

Revolutionary leaders almost boast of being a 
minority movement. Only bourgeois parties 
believe in a majority rule. Ina political conspiracy 
small numbers, so far from being a disadvantage, 
are a necessary condition of victory. In the 
words of Danton, the most priceless virtue of 
the successful revolutionist is bluff and daring : 
De l’audace et encore de l’audace et toujours de l’audace | 
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Only men of reckless courage, knowing what 
they want and unhampered by scruples, are of 
any use in any dangerous adventure. These men 
are the necessary leaven. And a very little leaven 
is sufficient to permeate an unwieldy mass. A 
deadly poison does not require to be administered 
in large doses to produce its effect. Even an 
infinitesimal microbe has the power of spreading 
pestilence and disease. 


Vi 
All Revolutions Begin as a Secret Conspiracy 


One ought further to remember that political 
conspirators who aim at the overthrow of a 
Government cannot afford to throw their ranks 
open to all and sundry. They depend on secrecy 
and can only admit those who may be trusted, 
who have stood the test, who have managed to 
dodge the police, who may safely be initiated into 
the mysteries of an underground conspiracy. 
That is why all revolutionary movements have 
partaken of the nature of secret societies. That 
is why even today the Soviet leaders in Russia 
take as much trouble to reduce the numbers of 
the Communist Party as bourgeois leaders are 
concemed to increase theirs. 
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The Polstical Impotence of the Peasantry in Tims 
of Revolution 


The eternal conflict between town and country, 
between the factory worker and the agricultural 
worker, the pathetic impotence and passivity of 
the peasantry, is an illuminating commentary on 
the myth of majority government. 

It was an essential doctrine of Marxism that a 
revolutionary movement could only be successful 
in a highly centralised and industrialised com- 
munity like Great Britain, Germany or the 
United States. Experience has given the lie to 
the prophecies of Marx and Engels. It has 
proved that a revolutionary movement is much 
more likely to succeed in backward, purely agri- 
cultural countries like Russia and Spain, where, 
because of the absence of any strong middle class 
or capitalist class, even a small minority of 
factory workers are able to dominate and climin- 
ate an overwhelming majority of peasants. The 
Demagogue may indeed succeed in enlisting, 
temporarily, the support of discontented peasants, 
exploit their grievances, appeal to their land 
hunger, incite them to expropriate a few big 
landowners. But all the time the leaders of the 
proletariat are determined to keep in their own 
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hands the control of the revolutionary movement. 
They know that the peasants cannot be relied 
upon, that their interests and their mentality 
are opposed to the interests and the mentality of 
the proletariat. The peasant is an incurable 
individualist, he cannot combine and he is rooted 
in the soil. Give him a plot of land and in a few 
years the revolutionist is transformed into a 
reactionary only anxious to retain and defend 
his newly acquired property. Once his land 
hunger is satisfied, the revolution is finished, 
because he has achieved his own ends. Therefore 
if the class war is to go on the peasant must be 
disfranchised. The revolution must take place 
without him and against him. 

This is exactly what happened in China, what 
happened in Soviet Russia, and what is happening 
in Spain. This explains why the wishes of the 
peasants were ignored by the Spanish Republic, 
although all the elections after 1932 gave a major- 
ity to the agricultural vote. Even in 1932 seventy- 
five per cent of the Spanish people gave their 
votes in favour of a Conservative policy. And 
because in 1934 the Government included in the 
Cabinet a few representatives of the Conservative 
majority the miners of the Asturias at once 
started a civil war against the “lawfully elected 
Government” and proclaimed a Soviet Republic, 
whilst the anarchists of Barcelona set up a separate 
Catalan Republic. 
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[IX 


The New Demagogue Aims at Discrediting Purlia- 
mentary Methods 


The new Demagogue does not cease to 
denounce the futility of parliamentary methods. 
From the beginning of the Spanish Republic the 
Cortes were only a facade. The real power was 
vested in the revolutionary clubs and in the 
revolutionary mob. 

A bourgeois Parliament may indeed, for the 
time being, be made subservient to revolutionary 
aims. A few isolated Anarchists and Communists 
in Parliament may do very efficient preliminary 
spade-work. They may use it as a sounding-board 
to advertise their gospel. They may try to 
discredit it by creating scandalous scenes. ‘They 
may paralyse it by creating obstruction. 

But whilst using Parliament for their own 
purposes the Communists always remember that 
agitation and propaganda in Parliament shall only 
be an inadequate and temporary means to a much 
bigger end than mere fireworks of oratory in 
the national] talking-shop, that their one object 
must remain the overthrow of the existing ordcr, 
that this object cannot be achieved by constitu- 
tional methods, and that ultimately it can only be 
attained by brute force. 
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To Choose the Right Time and the Right Place of 
Attack ts a Condition of Victory 


The Communist makes the most of every 
favourable opportunity. In warfare success largely 
depends on the chotce of the right time and of the right 
place. To strike at the most auspicious moment 
and at the most vulnerable spot is an essential 
condition of victory. Thus the Austrian and 
Ifungarian Demagogues took advantage of the 
French Revolution of 1848. Thus the French 
Communists of 1871 took advantage of the 
chaos produced by the Franco-German War. 
Thus the Bolshevik dictators profited by the 
Japanese War in 1905 and by the World War in 
1917. Thus the British Labour Party, in 1920 
and in 1921, very nearly succeeded in bringing 
about a catastrophe by taking advantage of the 
universal dislocation produced by the World 
War. Thus in 1931 the Spanish extremists took 
advantage of the world depression, of the 
constitution of a Popular Front Government in 
France, and of the close co-operation with the 
French Conféderation Générale du Travail and 
with the Comintern. 
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Class War and Not Soctal Peace through Social 
Reform is the Object of the Demagogne 


Where a community is not ready for a revolu- 
tion, where “favourable” conditions do not 
exist, it is the duty of the Demagogue to produce 
those conditions. Where distress and unemploy- 
ment have not arisen he will try to create them. 

For the Socialist knows that the very distress 
of the community brings grist to the revolu- 
tionary mill. The class war and not social peace 
is his object. The social refoimer is his worst 
enemy. He must therefore “sabotage” and 
frustrate all attempts at conciliation and arbitra- 
tion. 


XI 
The Conquest of the Trade Unions 


The new Socialist systematically aims at 
winning over to his revolutionary policy the 
existing trade unions and the Co-operative 
Movement. He tries to get rid of the reactionary 
conception of the old trade union as being 
merely a friendly society. The object of the new 
trade union is not to achieve economic cnds. 
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It is not to obtain a paltry increase of wages. 
A trade union has only one main function— 
namely, to be an efficient and aggressive fighting 
unit in waging the class war. 

For the trade union must be looked upon as 
the organised army of labour. And that army 
may be made incomparably more efficient than 
any national armies of the bourgeois State. For 
the army of labour has enormous natural advan- 
tages over the bourgeois armies. It is homo- 
geneous. It has a corporate spirit. It knows its 
own mind, It is permanent and is never dis- 
banded. It can be easily mobilised. It has a war 
chest which can be casily collected. It has 
constant opportunities of training and experience 
in the guerilla warfare of strikes. If the trade 
unions can combine amongst themselves, if, 
further, they can link up with the syndicates of 
other countries, then the bourgeois forces will 
be compelled to surrender without even striking 
a blow. 


All 
The Strike as an Offensive Weapon in Civil War 
In the strategy of the class war, and in the 


militant activities of the trade unions, se 
strike can be made one of the most formidable of all 
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offensive neapons, provided the workers constantly keep 
in mind that the purpose of a strike, like the function 
of a trade union, is not primarily economic, bus 
political and revolutionary, and provided the workers 
also understand that the strike ts a weapon which 
must only be used against the Capitalist enemy, 
but which cannot and must never be used by 
workers against the Socialist State. To engineer 
a strike against the Capitalist State is a sacred duty. 
To strike against the Socialist State would be a 
heinous crime. It the Communist workers did 
in Russia what the Communist workers are doing 
today in France they would deserve the death 
penalty. 


X1V 


How the Bolshevists have Improved the Technique 
of the Strike 


Already in 1906, in his epoch-making book 
Reflections on Violence, George Sorel, who was 
the father of Syndicalism and the teacher of 
Mussolini, and who, like his Italian pupil, sub- 
sequently recanted most of his carly heresies, 
was able to build up a systematic philosophy of 
revolutionary action on the foundation of what 
he calls “‘the myth of the general strike”. Since 
then the Bolshevists in Russia and the Anarchists 
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in Barcelona have considerably elaborated Sorel’s 
“mythical” theory and have improved it out of 
all recognition. 

Until the advent of the syndicalist dictators the 
traditional trade union strike merely meant a 
cessation of work. On the contrary, the new 
stay-in strike, as we may observe it even in 
France under the Popular Front, implies the 
violent occupation of factories and the detention 
of the employers as hostages of the workers. 
We must add that the Bolshevik form of the 
“sympathetic” strike invariably tends to spread 
from one industry to other heterogeneous and 
entirely unconnected industries—say from the 
electrical engineers, the bargees of the Seine, to 
the hotel employees. Often it also spreads 
across national frontiers from one country to 
another. The epidemic of simultaneous “sym- 
pathetic” strikes in 1936 in Spain, France and 
Belgium provides an instructive illustration of 
the terrifying effectiveness of the new revolu- 
tionary technique. 


XV 


The Communist Strikers Warning Monsieur Blum that 
they are the Masters 


Let us try to visualise in their concrete and 
picturesque details some of the object-lessons 


td 
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of the French stay-in strikes which started with 
the constitution of a Popular Front Government 
in France, which itself synchronised with the 
establishment of a Popular Front in Spain. To 
realise the full significance of those lessons we 
have to remember that in France the strikes were not 
directed against a Government of the Extreme Right 
or of the Moderate Republican Centre, but against an 
Extreme Labour Government which was in intimate 
alliance with the Communist Party, which had received 
the blessing and the financial support of Moscow, and to 
which the Communists had given a solemn pledge 
of loyal support. We must also remember that 
the strikes were not accidental or spontancous 
episodes, but were a deliberately planned con- 
spiracy, as if the Communists wanted to demonstrate 
to the outside world that in a coalition Government 
of the Popular Front they, the Communist Party, 
were the real masters of France. Above all, we must 
remember that the strikes were arranged to start 
on the very morrow of a spectacular Socialist 
victory and immediately after the Government of 
the new Popular Front had made the most 
generous concessions to the working-classes and 
had redressed the most important of their 
gtievances by granting them a new Code of 
Labour. 
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XVI 
The Economw Consequences of the French Strikes 


The economic results of the stay-in strikes were 
immediate and devastating. The strikes meant 
the dislocation of every major industry all over 
French territory, including the tourist industry, 
including all those luxury industries which are 
a vital factor of French prosperity, including even 
those armament industries which were essential to 
national defence. The strikes meant the panic 
export of gold, the mass exodus of foreign visitors 
driven away by the hotel employees, the under- 
mining of credit, the sudden rise in prices, the 
menace of national bankruptcy and, in order to 
meet that menace, the sudden devaluation of 
the franc and the lowering of the standard of 
living. 


XV 
The Political Consequences of the Stay-in Strikes 
The political consequences of the stay-in strikes 


are even more spectacular and more devastating : 
almost daily bloody encounters with the police, 
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barricades in the factories and in the streets, the 
troops mobilised in case of emergencies, the 
flouting of the first Socialist Government in 
French history which the Communists in agree- 
ment with the Moscow Comintern had themselves 
put in power, the ignominious surrender of 
Monsieur Blum to every blackmailing threat of 
the extremists, the inevitable undermining of his 
authority and prestige, the prospect of an early 
dissolution, the complete impunity of the law- 
breakers, the French people in a state of nervous 
tension and hopelessly divided at the very 
moment when the grave international situation 
demanded national unity and solidarity ; and last, 
but not least, the aggravation of the international 
tension as a result of the provocative speeches 
by the Communist Leader Thorez on the 
Alsatian frontier, which speeches, if they had been 
repeated, would probably have meant war with 
Germany. 

Shall we wonder that every patriotic and law- 
abiding Frenchman is asking himself today 
whether those recent, apparently aimless, rcvo- 
lutionary strikes have not been deliberately stage- 
managed as a first rehearsal of the coming civil 
war, which itself would only be the preclude to 
a European conflagration ? 


112 DAYLIGHT ON SPAIN 


XVIil 


Strikes Shall be Organised so as to Paralyse the Life 
of the Community 


To insure the success of the political strike the 
Moscow strategy which has been strictly applied 
in Spain prescribes that circumstances shall be 
carefully weighed and that both time and place 
shall be opportunely selected. Agitators will 
always select by preference such countries as 
are already demoralised by economic depression, 
or where the authority of the Government is 
already shaken, or which are confronted with an 
acute financial crisis. It is equally necessary that 
the strike shall be deliberately prepared i order 
that it may inflict the utmost possible damage in the 
shortest possible time, as was the case in France. 
Once preparations are completed, action shall be 
so sudden that the Capitalist enemy shall be taken 
by surprise and thus be unable to defend 
himself. 

But the most important condition of political 
success is that trade unions shall concentrate 
their efforts on organising strikes in every key 
industry and especially in the big four indus- 
tries in mining, engineering, railways and trans- 
port. For a strike of electrical engineers can 
plunge a large city in darkness. A strike of 
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railwaymen, transport workers or miners can 
paralyse the whole industrial life of the com- 


munity. 


XIX 
Why the Workers Hold Most of the Trump Cards 


In such a carefully organised strike the ex- 
tremists hold most of the trump cards. For if 
we consider the relative strength of the workers 
and the masters, the masters are masters only in 
name. When it comes to a struggle all the odds 
are against them. The workers are told by 
their leaders that they have nothing to lose but 
their chains 2 On the contrary, it is the employer who 
has everything to lose. Millions of moncy may have 
been invested in his plant. Therefore he will 
be compelled to carry on even in times of acute 
depression and even at a loss. As the result of 
a strike, the worker only forfeits a few days of 
wages, and his loss is often made good by the 
dole, whereas the employer, whether he wins or 
loses, may find his whole business ruined and the 
constructive efforts and the accumulated savings 
of generations irretrievably destroyed. 

Above all, in any revolutionary struggle 
between capital and labour the worker possesses 
one decisive advantage : he need not be hampered, 
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like his employer, by any scruples of honesty or 
loyalty. For as a fighter against Capitalism he 
has his own peculiar—but from his point of view 
quite legitimate—standards of honesty, and his 
loyalty is limited to his fellow workers. 

For the Communistic Machiavelli, the end, in 
every class war, justifies the means. In his view 
the interests of the workers are fundamentally 
different from, and are opposed to, those of the 
employers. 

Under the competitive system the business of 
trade and industry, unlike the business of politics, 
can only be conducted by the employer on a foundation 
of strict commercial integrity. The employer in bis 
relation to the consumer cannot afford to be dishonest. 
He has to supply the very best and cheapest article, 
Otherwise be would lose his custom. The worker, on 
the contrary, instead of giving of his best, need 
only give of his poorest, and he may even consider 
it his duty to his fellow worker deliberately to do 
so and to act on the principle of “‘ca-canny”. In 
any serious conflict, and once the worker is 
converted to the Bolshevist creed, his policy is 
to destroy the industries, much as it was the policy 
of his grandfathers in the days of Chartism and the 
Manchester riots to destroy the plant and the 
labour-saving machinery. 
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XX 
How the Eoctremists Can Blackmatl the Government 


Under our “democratic” parliamentary Govern- 
ment, which is elected by universal suffrage, the 
employer is often fighting a losing battle. All 
the political forces are necessarily operating to 
the advantage of the worker. For the Govern- 
ment, whatever may be its complexion, is itself 
dependent on the working-class vote. The 
industrial worker, therefore, may claim to have 
behind him the might and majesty of the State. 
In last resort he controls the State and can compel 
it to surrender to his demands, as the French 
Communists compelled the Government of 
Monsieur Léon Blum to surrender to their 
demands, however unreasonable and however 
injurious those demands were to the workers 
themselves. 

On the other hand, the State may compel the 
employer to surrender voluntarily to the workers 
any profits which he might legitimately claim. 
It may further compel the employer to surrender 
the whole amount of his reduced profits in the 
form of predatory taxation. For st is one of the 
dangerous anomalies of modern democracy that taxes 
are voted by those who do not pay them. There was 
a time when according to the theory of the 
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English Constitution representation was always 
inseparable from taxation. That ancient consti- 
tutional theory has become a dead letter. 

The more you examine the realities of the 
present economic and political situation the more 
you are driven to accept the conclusion that in 
any labour contract, or in any labour policy, it is 
no longer the worker who is the weaker party. 
Rather is he invariably the dominant party. The 
worker may still call himself the servant of the 
employer ; in reality he has become the real boss. 
And the mastery, as so often happens, has rapidly 
degenerated into an irresponsible tyranny. 


XX] 
Why Even an Unsuccessful Strike Helps the “Cause” 


The extremist, therefore, need never be afraid 
that any political strike, provided it will organise, 
can possibly fail. In such a strike the extremist 
must win, whatever happens. He wins even 
_ when he seems to be defeated. Even an apparent 
defeat must ultimately help forward the Com- 
munist movement. Forevenan unsuccessful strike 
has the advantage of making industrial conditions 
worse, which is exactly what the revolutionist 
desires in the interest of the “Cause” of revolu- 
tion. It helps to increase the numbers of the 
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unemployed and the army of disorder. It strikes 
terror into the craven souls of the bourgeois 
class. It may compel even a Government which 
commands a strong Conservative majority to 
pursue a revolutionary policy. 


XXII 


How the Extremists are Capturing the Press 
and the Book Trade 


In recent years the extremists have made a 
systematic and largely successful effort to capture 
the Socialist Press. For the pen is mightier than 
the sword. The newspaper has much more 
driving power than Parliament. The writing- 
shop is more influential than the talking-shop. 
And its influence is even more completely 
divorced from any responsibility. 

In many Continental countries the extremists 
have already obtained control of the newspaper 
machine. In Paris the Humanifé, the famous paper 
of Jaurés’ which once was the mouthpiece of 
moderate Socialism, has been captured by the 
Bolshevists and is now the official organ of the 
French branch of the Moscow Comintern. It is 
significant that Moderate Parliamentary Socialism 
in France is at present without an independent 
organ, for the moderate and official Labour paper 
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Le Popudaire is neither moderate nor independent, 
nor has it any authority. Similarly, in Great Britain 
radical and Labour papers such as the “Daily Herald”’ 
and the “News Chronicle” have been steadily moving in 
the same extremist direction, and, having apparently 
unlimited capital at their disposal, have been able 
enormously to increase their circulation. 


XAIL 


The Labour Press More‘** Advanced” than the Labour 
Party 


One unexpected but inevitable consequence of 
the present trend of events, which is fraught with 
far-reaching revolutionary possibilities, is that 
today almost everywhere the Socialist Press is much 
more “advanced” and more revolutionary than the 
Socialist representation in Parliament. \n Parliament 
the Socialists appear to be comparatively 
modcrate except for occasional outbursts of 
violence. And they are moderate because it is 
in the interest of the extremists themselves that 
they shall not, in the meantime, frighten the 
middle-class gallery before the working-classes 
are ripe for revolution. 

Moreover, the Parliamentary Labour Party is 
restrained by the subtle influence of the geniys 
oct which is enthroned in Westminster. There 
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is a subtle Conservative atmosphere in that very 
architecture of the Houses of Parliament, in the 
very ritual of their proceedings, from which even 
the “wild men of the Clyde” cannot wholly 
escape. But once the extremist Members have 
left the precincts of Westminster they allow 
themselves free scope, whether in their con- 
stituencies or in the columns of their newspapers. 
Removed from the restraining environment of 
the House of Commons, the Labour Members 
become again the compliant instruments of the 
extremist demagogues. Consciously or unwittingly, 
both receive their directives and their subsidies from 
Moscow’. 


XXIV 
The Capture of the Primary School 


Communism has been trying desperately to 
get hold of the youth of the schools. Hence the 
enormous political importance of all educational 
questions from the revolutionary point of view. 
The Communists know that the earlier the boys 
and girls can be captured, the better it will be for 
the cause, because the younger they are the 
more susceptible and more impressionable they 
are likely to be. The experience of Russia, and 
more recently of Spain, has amply proved that 
even boys and girls of thirteen or fourteen can be 
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made into enthusiastic and efficient propagandists. 
The Party try to establish in every school small 
revolutionary “‘cells”. They organise companies 
of Communist Boy Scouts. Above all, they try 
to get at the boys through their teachers. The 
ptimary teacher can easily be made an essential 
part of the Socialist machine. For, like the 
factory-worker, the teacher acquires the trade union 
habit. He almost inevitably tends to become 
class-conscious. A considerable section has 
grievances which can be exploited. The teacher 
considers himself as an intellectual proletarian 
as compared with the secondary schoolmaster 
and the university lecturer. Thus today fifty 
thousand primary teachers in France have soined 
Socialism and are the backbone of the French 
Labour Party. Inthe opinion of the Intelligentsia 
of the London School of Economics and of the 
Left Book Club there is no reason why the same 
results should not be obtained in Great Britain. 


XXV 
Capturing the Academic Intelligentsia 


Since the Great War the Labour Party have 
made a great effort to capture the universities. 
Even if it cannot capture them it tries to leaven 
them, to neutralise and paralyse their opposition 
and thus to divide the forces of the enemy. 
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The Communists enlist in the service of 
revolution the illusions and dreams of youth. 
Everywhere young intellectuals are becoming 
“heralds of revolt’. In Russia the university 
Intell gentsia played a leading part in the catas- 
trophe. Conservative Oxford today is honey- 
combed with Socialism and Bolshevism. I may 
myselt testify that in recent years, on several 
occasions, having been invited to lead in debates 
on Bolshevism in the Oxford Union as well as in 
the Edinburgh Union, I did not find one supporter. 
All the students and graduates were on the side 
of the Soviet.? 

Even so, the leaders of literature have been 
within living memory everywhere the allies of the 
revolutionaries in the struggle against Capitalism. 
Anatole France and Romain Rolland in France, 
Bernard Shaw and Wells in Great Britain, Jack 
London and Upton Sinclair in America, Tolstoy 
and Kropotkin in Russia. 


XXVI 
Organising Special Labour Propaganda Colleges 


In Soviet Russia all universities primarily 
exist, like the radio stations, as instruments of 
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1 A few months ago | had the honour to deliver a lecture on Soviet 
Russia to the members of the Belgian Royal Academy ; the majority of 
the audience, including several former Belgian Prime Ministers, were 
pro-Soviet. 
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revolutionary propaganda. Even in Great Britain 
the Labour Party has recently been organising 
its own Labour Colleges, subsidised by the trade 
unions. It is no longer content with only leavening 
the universities of the bourgeois class. For Com- 
munism, above all, needs efficient leaders. And 
leaders are not generally born, they have to be 
trained. And they are trained primarily in the 
strategy and tactics of civil war which I have been 
analysing in these pages. 


XXVII 
The Destruction of the Church 


One of the first and most important slogans of 
Bolshevism was the Atheist slogan that “Religion 
is the opium which poisons the minds of the 
people”. Everywhere Communism is denounc- 
-ing Christianity as a reactionary force, as the 
main obstacle to the progress of revolution. 
Hence the systematic destruction of the Church is 
invariably an essential part of the Communist 
plan. Hence the importance of Atheist Sunday- 
schools which shall take the place of the former 
Church-schools. Hence the violence of anti- 
clerical propaganda in Spain as well as in 
Russia. 
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XXVIII 


Emotional Christianity as the Accomplice of 
Atheist Communism 


Wherever the Communists do not feel strong 
enough they will try to win over the Church. 
They will easily succeed because they will always 
find invaluable allies in the muddle-headed and 
uneducated sentimental clergy who are always 
inclined to confuse emotional Christianity with 
Christian Socialism. 

But as soon as Communism feels strong 
enough the extremists unmask their batteries. 
They declare a systematic war on religion. They 
spread the poisonous gas of their propaganda. 
They use every day of the week, and especially 
the Sabbath Day, in order to preach the Gospel 
According to Saint Marx from every street 
corner. 


XAIX 
The Iron Discipline of the Communist Party 
The Communist Party is bound together by an 


iron discipline, for discipline is essential to any 
militant organisation. Through discipline even 
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a small Anglo-Indian Army is controlling three 
hundred million Indian subjects, whereas without 
discipline even the mighty Tsarist Army during 
the Great War was only an impotent mob. 

When, on the eve of the Russian Revolution, the 
Bolshevists wanted to disintegrate that Tsarist 
Army, their first decree was that the officers should 
be elected by the soldiers. On the cc ntrary, when 
they themselves started to organize the Red Army 
their first decree was to give their commanders 
and commissars power of life and death over 
all officers and privates. 

Strict obedience is the rule of the Communist . 
torces. Privates and subalterns obey the 
military commander, the military commander 
obeys the political commissar, the political 
commissar obeys the executive of the Party, the 
executive of the Party is controlled by a 
Decemvirate or a Triumvirate, who again are 
controlled by one supreme leader, Comrade 
Stalin. 


XXX 
An Oriental Despotism the Ideal of Communism 
Liberalism, democratic representation and de- 


centralisation are the delusions of the sentimental 
middle class. Centralisation and despotism are 
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the ideals of Communism. In class warfare unity 
of command, centralisation and despotism are 
the conditions of final victory. The dictatorship 
of the proletariat always and everywhere must be 
a dictatorship over the proletariat. 


XXX] 
The Deadly Menace of Communism 


The future will show how far this elaborate and 
consistent strategy of the Revolutionary Dema- 
gogue will prove permanently successful. In 
order to form an opinion which shall be in accord- 
ance with the teachings of political experience 
we have to keep in mind three important con- 
siderations. 

In the first place, our industrial society has 
become far more sensitive and far more vul- 
nerable than the Icss complicated agricultural 
communities of the past. To inflict a blow which 
shall be fat.l it is only necessary to aim at the 
nerve centres. 

In the second place, even a partial success of 
Communism will achieve the desired end. To 
destroy the present order of society no spec- 
tacular Napoleonic victory is needed. The 
present order can be destroyed by a persistent 
undermining of the existing foundations of society 
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as well as by daring guerilla warfare. Capital can 
be driven out of the country Industry and trade 
can be slowly ruined. The middle classes can 
be taxed out of existence. Whether the bourgeois 
society dies in a violent convulsion or whether 
it dies of a lingering disease, the purpose of the 
Revolutionist will be equally attained. Indeed, a 
lingering disease is the more fatal. A violent 
convulsion might be succeeded by a Conservative 
reaction. And a strong constitution may recover 
after a surgical operation But there is no possible 
recovery from an insidious deadly poison, from 
persistent loss of blood, from the inoculation of 
a virulent microbe. Death may be slower, but 
it is absolutely certain 


THE END 
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